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Jovis, 7 die Aprilis, 1853. 



Names of the Members of the Select Committee appointed to try and determine the 
matter of the Petition c»nnplaining of an undue Election and Return for the Borough ot 
Ailtlone : 

Sir J. Duckworth, Bart. j Richard Christopher Egerton, Esq. 

Right Hon. Henry Tul'nell. } John Bright, Esq. 

Chairman, Thomas William Bramston, Esq. 



Venei'is, 8“ dkA^ilis, 1853. 

Ordered, That the Petition relative to the said Election be referred to the Committee. 
Ordered, That the said Committee do meetTo-monw, at Eleven o’clock, in one of the 
Committee-rooms of the House. 



PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE. 



Subhati, 9® die Aprilis, 1853. 

Names of the Members called over ■, all present. 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated. 

The Committee agreed to the following Resolutions : 

“ 1 . That Counsel will not be allowed to go into matters not referred to in iheir opening 
statement, without a special application to the Committee for permission to do so. 

“2. That if costs be demanded by either party, under the llth & 12 th Viet. c. 98, the 
question must be raised immediately after the decision on that particular case, unless the 
Committee shall otherwise decide. 

“ 3. That no person shall be examined as a vvotness who shall have been in the room 
during any of the proceedings (with the exception of the Agents, whose names shall he 
handed in), without the special leave of the Committee.” 

Parties called in, and informed thereof. 

The Short-hand Writer was sworn by the Chairman. 

The Petition of Robert Bartholomew Lawes, complaining of an undue election and 
return of William Keogh, Esq., for the borough of Athlone, read. 

Counsel for the Petitioner, Mr. Biggs Andrews, Q.c., and Mr. Montague Smith. 

Agents, Messrs. Thompson, Dehenham ^ Brown, and Mr. William Cox. 

Counsel for William Keogh, Esq., Mr. Edwin James, Q.c., Mr. Hnddlestone, and 
Mr. Meagher. 

Agents, Messrs. Law, Solmes Co. and Mr. C. R. APiVicen. 

Mr. Biggs Andrews opened the case on the part of the Petitioner. 

James Richard 'Baylor, Chief Clerk from the Office of the Clerk of Uie Crown, sworn, 
and examined by Mr. M. Smith. 

Produced writ and return relative to the last election. 
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Christopher Fitzsimon, Clerk of the Crown and Hanaper in Ireland, sworn, examined 
by Mr. M. Smith. 

Produced and put in evidence the poll-book of the last election for the Borough of 
Athlone, and also four certificates of Justices of the Peace in Ireland, stating that Mr. Keogh 
had before each of them respectively made a declaration of his qualification, in compliance 
with the 1 & 2 Viet. c. 48. 

William Marshall, sworn, examined by Mr. Andrews. 

Cross-examined by Mr. James. 

The declaration of qualification made by Mr. Keogh at the table of the House was 
received in evidence. 

William. Cox, sworn, examined by Mr. M. Smith. 

On the witness being asked certain questions as to whether he did not in Dublin search 
the register of all deeds affecting land in Ireland in connexion with the qualification deli- 
vered in by Mr. Keogh at the table of The House of Commons, 

Mr. James objected to the evidence, on the ground that the question before the Com- 
mittee was not as to the qualification delivered in by Mr. Keogh at the table of the 
House, but as to whether the qualification declared on in Ireland at the request of two 
registered electors was sufficient under the 1 Sc 2 Viet. c. 48. 

Mr. Andrews was heard in support of the admissibility of the evidence. 

Mr. M. Smith followed on the same side. 

Mr. James was heard in reply. 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated. 

Resolved, “ That the Counsel for the Petitioner do proceed with the examination of the 
Witness.” 

William Cox, further examined by Mr. M. Smith. 

David Fenton, sworn, examined by Mr. M, Smith. 

Cross-examined by Mr, James. 

William Cox, further examined by Mr. M. Smith. 

Cross-examined by Mr. James. 

Re-examined by Mr. M. Smith. 

[Adjourned till Monday next, at Twelve o’clock. 



Lutub, 11® die A^r'dis, 1853. 



Names of the Members called over; all present. 

Mr. M. Smith summed up the evidence on the pan of the Petitioner, contending that 
Mr. Keogh had no qualification at the time of the election. 

Mr. Huddlestone addressed the Committee on behalf of Mr. Keogh. 

William Keogh, now Her Majesty’s Solicitor-general for Ireland, sworn, examined by 
Mr, Meagher. 

In the course of his examination he alluded to three letters written by Dr. Lempriere, 
conducting Agent of Mr. Lawes at the election, to Colonel Smith, with reference to a judg- 
ment held by him against Mr. Keogh. 

On the Witness proceeding to read the letters — 

Mr. M. Smith objected to the letters being received in evidence, on the ground that the 
statement by an agent, after his agency is concluded, was not admissible, and further, that 
the letters were not relevaat to the inquiry, 

Mr, James was heard in support of the letters being received in evidence. 

Mr. Smith replied. 

The Committee desired the letters to be handed to them, in order that they might decide 
as to whether they were relevaat. ^ ® 

The letters were handed in to the Committee, and read by them. 

The 
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Tlie Committee declined to admit ihe letters in evidence, as they did not appear to be 
relevant to the inquiry. 

In answer to a question by Mr. Huddleslonc, Mr. Andrews admitted that the Petitioner 
had given nonce to Mr. Keogh to produce his deeds. The case, however, of the Petitioner 
was closed without the deeds being called for. 

The deeds were now produced by Mr. Keogh, and received in evidence. 

Three declarations made by Mr. Keogh as to his qualification, and sworn before Justices 
of the Peace, were received in evidence j and also a certificate of Registry of Charges under 
13 Sc 14 Viet. c. 29. o o 

Adjourned till To-morrow, at Eleven o’clock. 



Martis, 12° die Aprilis, 1853. 



Names of the Members called over; all present. 

William Keogh cross-examined by Mr. Andrews. 

Re-e.vamined by Mr. Meagher. 

Mr. Meagher summed up the evidence on the part of Mr. Keogli. 

Mr. Andrews replied. 

Room cleared. 

The Committee deliberated. 

Kesolved, 1. “That William Keogh, Esq,, was, at the time of the Election for the 
Borough of Athlone, held in July 1852, duly qualified to be elected as a Member to serve 
in Parliament for the said Borough.” 

Parties called in, and informed thereof. 

Mr. James applied to the Committee to report that the Petition was frivolous or vexatious, 
under 11 & 12 Viet. c. 98, sec. 89, or to order the payment of costs by the Petitioner 
upon unfounded allegations in the Petition, under 11 12 Viet. c. 98, sec. 93. 

Mr. Andrews opposed the application. 

Mr. J^ames replied. 

Room cleared. 

Committee deliberated. 

Resolved) 2. "That the Petition of Robert Bartholomew Lawes does not appear to the 
Committee to be frivolous or vexatious.” 

Motion made, and question proposed (Mr. Tafnell), "That the following allegations 
in the Petition affecting the conduct of the Sitting Member, viz., ‘ That William Keogh 
wilfully refused to subscribe the declaration required under the 1 & 2 Viet. c. 48,’ and 
‘ That William Keogh prevented such declaration being duly certified,’ were not supported 
by any evidence, and were made without reasonable or probable ground.” 

Question put. The Committee divided. 

Ayes, 1. Noes, 4. 

Mr. Tufneil. Mr. Egei-ton. 

Mr. Bramston. 

Sir J. Duckworth. 

Mr. Bright. 

Resolved, 3. “ That the Committee see no reason to give costs in any matter aiising out 
of the present case.” 

Resolved, 4. "That William Keogh, Esq., was, at the Election for the Borough of 
Athlone, held on the 9th day of July 1852, duly elected a Burgess to serve in Parliament 
for the said Borough.” 

Parties called in, and informed of the above Resolutions. 

Ordered, “To report the last Resolution lo The House.” 
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LIST OF WITNESSES. 



Sabbati, 9“ die Aprilis, 1853. 

Mr. James Richard Naylor - - - - - - - p. 2 

Mr. Christopher Fitzsimon - - - - - - - p. 2 

Mr. William Marshall - - - - - - - -P-4 

Mr. WiUiamCox - - - - - - - pp. 9 . 12 

David Fenton - - - - - * - " -p. 12 

Luna, ir die Aprilis, 1853. 

William Keogh, Esq., m. P- 23 

Jlfartis, 12® die Aprilis, 1853. 

William Keogh, Esq., M.p. - - ~ - " “ - P- 34 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 



Sabbati, 9“ die AprlHs, 1853. 



MEMBERS PRESENT. 

Thomas William Bramstiin, Esq. j John Briaiht, Esq. 

Right Hon. Henry Tufnell. [ Sir Jolui^r. Bulier Duckworth. 

Edward Christopher Egertoii, Esq. [ 

THOMAS WILLIAM BRAMSTOr^, Esq., in the Chair. 



THE Petition of Robert Bartholomew Lawes, Esq., was read. 

Counsel for the Petitioner, Mr. Biggs Andre-iCS, Mr. Montague Smith. 

Agents, Messrs. Thompson, Debenham Bromi, Mr. Cox, Mr. Marshall. 

Counsel for William Keogh, Esq., Mr. Edxoin James, Mr. Tluddlesfone, 
Mr. Meagher. 

Agents, Mr. C. R. M^Nivesi (Dublin), Messrs. Laxv, Holmes ^ Co. 

The room was cleared. 

Tlie Committee deliberated. 

Counsel and Agents were called in. 

The Chairman slated the Committee had come to the following Reso- 
lutions : — 

“That Counsel will not be allowed to go into matters not referred 
to ill their opening statement, without a special application to the 
Committee for permission to do so. 

“ That if costs be demanded by either party, under the Act of the 
7 & 8 Viet. c. 103, the question must be raised immediately after the 
decision on that particular case, uiijes.s the Committee shall otherwise 
decide.” 

“ That no Witness shall be examined who shall have been in the room 
during any part of the proceedings, without the special leave of the 
Committee.” 

Mr. James was heard to object to Mr. William Marshall being allowed 
to continue in the room, as one of the Agents for the Petitioner. 

Mr. Andrexvs stated, that although Mr. Marshall had been Agent at the 
Election, he was not anxious tliat he should be allowed to remain in the 
room. 

Mr. William Marshall accordingly withdrew. 
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9 April 



Mr. J. R. Naylor. 



Mr. C. jFitziinion. 



2 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE taken before SELECT COMMITTEE 

Mr. Andrews was heard to open the case on the part of the Petitioner. 

Mr. James Rickard Naylor called in, sworn, and Exnmined i>y Mr. Montague 
Smith, as follows ; 

1. DO you produce from the Crown Office in Ireland the writ and return ibr 
the last election for Athlone ? — 1 produce it from the Crown Office in England. 

2. By the Conunitlee^ What are you r — Chief Clerk in the Crown Office. 

3. By Mr. Smith.'] The writ is dated the 3 d of July last year ? — Yes. 

4. And the return the 13 tli of July ? — Yes, the 13 th of July, the return. 

5. The return is of William Keogh, esquire? — William Keogh, 55 , Rutland 
Square, in the city of Dublin, esquire. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

Mr. Christopher Fitzsimon called in, sworn, and Examined by 
Mr. Smith, as follows : 

6. ARE you the Clerk of the Crown and of the Hanaper in Ireland ? — 1 am. 

7. Do you produce the poll-books at the last election for Athlone ? — I do. 
There is only one poll-book. 

Mr. stated he objected to the poll-book being at present put in. 

8. By Mr. S 7 nitk.] Do you produce certain declarations made by Mr. Keogh, 
or certificates of declarations made by Mr. Keogh, of his qualification as a 
Member to serve in Parliament — I do ; I have several. 

9. From what place do you produce them ? — From the Crown and Hanaper 
Office in Ireland, wliere they are lodged. 

10. Have you seai’clied to see whether there are any more declarations besides 
those? — I have searched minutely, and there are none others but these. 

Cross-examined by Mr. James. 

11. When did you first receive the poll-book ? — On the 14 th July 1852 , about 
12 o’clock at noon. 

1 2. How did you receive it ? — By post. 

1 3. Has it been in your custody ever since r — Ever since in nay custody, or 
in the custody of my chief clerk, who, during my absence, is b}' the Act directed 
to take charge of them. 

14. In your office? — Yes, in my office; in either his personal custody, or 
mine. 

15. He is clerk in your office ? — My chief clerk. 

16. And has the proper charge of it? — Yes. 

17. Let me look at the declarations? — Which of them; there are a good 
many; the first one I find is in 1847 ; I brought it in consequence of its being 
mentioned in the Speaker’s warrant: there are ibur on this occasion. 

Mr. Smith stated he would only put in those at present which related to 
the last election, although they might require the other afterwards. 

18. By Mr. James.'] How many declarations, or rather how many certificates 
of making declarations do you produce? — For the year 1862 I produce four. 

19. For this election ? — Four; I brought the others in consequence of being 
mentioned in the Speaker’s warrant. 

20. Will you put upon them in some way the order you received the four; 
did you receive them all at once ?~No, I did not ; I received them at different 
times. 

21. Just put the order you received the four? — ^This first on the 2d October, 
marked (A.) There were two received on the 5th of October, marked (B.) and 
(C./, and the fourth I received on the 9th of October, marked (D.). 

22. The first I see is from Mr. Grace, a justice of the peace ? — I presume so. 

23* There are (B.) and (C.); were they received contemporaneously? — 

Yes. 

24. By the same post? — Some were sent in by hand. 

25. The same day? — Yes. 

26. One of those, numbered (B.),is from Mr. Magoiir, justice of the peace of 

the 
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the county of Westmeath, and (C.) is from Mr, French, justice of the peace for 
the county of Roscommon? — Yes, 

27. (D,) is from Mr, Rathbone, a resident magistrate of the county of Ros- 
common r — Yes. 

28. When it is “ Resident magistrate,” does tliat mean stipendiary magistrate ? 
— Yes ; he is a stipendiary magistrate, with all the powers of a justice of the 
peace. 

29. But a paid magistrate? — Yes. 

Re-examined by Mr. S?)iitli. 

30. \Vliat is the state of the poll ? - 1 have not totted it ; but the total appears 
to be for Keogh, 87 ; for Lawes, 10. 

[T/ie declarations xcertput in, and u ere as follotcs :] 

(A.) 

I do certify that William Keogh, of Rutland-square, in the city of Dublin, Itsq., one of 
llie candidates for the borough of Atiiloiie at the last election, being first requested in 
writing in that behalf, did on the Oih day of July 185*2, before me, duly authoiised in that 
behalf, make ;md subscribe a declaraiion tlnit lie, to the best of his knowied'-'e and belief 
was duly cpialihed to be elected as a Member of the House of Commons, accordinc- 10 the' 
true intent and meaning of an Aci passed in the second year of the reicn of Queen Victoria 
intituled, “ An Act to air.end the Laws relating to the Qualification oflMembers to serve in 
Parliament.” 

Given under my hand, this 30th day of September 1852. O. D. J. Grace Justice of 

the Peace for the County of Roscommon. ‘ 



(B.) 

I certify that William Keogli, Esq., of Rutland-sqiiaie, in t!ie city of Dublin, one of the 
candidates at the last election for Athlone. did <m the 9th liayof'July 1852, before me 
duly authorised in that behalf, make anri subscribe a declaration that b^ to the best of his 
knowledge and belief, was duly qualified to be elected as a Member of the House of Com- 
mons, according to the true intent and meaning of the Act passed in the second year of 
the_ reign of Queen A’ictona, iinituled, “ An Act tn amend me Laws relalin-? to the Qnalifi- 
cation of Members to serve in Parliament.” ° 

Given under my hand, this 5tii day of October 1852, at Clonard, in the 

W. H. Magour, a Justice of the Peace for the County of Westmeath, 

(C.) 

October 5tii, 1862 . I do certify that ‘William Keogh, of Rutland-square. in the city of 
Dublin, Esq., one of the candidates for the borough of Athlone at the last election, in pur- 
suance of requests in writing in tliat behalf made by electors of the borough, did on the 
12lh day ol July 1852, before me, duly Jiutborised in that behalf, make and subscribe a 
declaration that be, to the best of bis knowledge and belief, was duly qualibed to be elected 
as ii Member of the House of Commons, accordW, the true intent and meaning of an Act 
passed in the second year of the reign of Queen Victoria, intituled, An Act to amend the 
Laws relating to the Qualification of Members to serve ia Parliament.” Fitz French J. P. 
County Roscommon. ' ‘ ’’ 

(D.i 

1 do hereby certify that William Keogh, Esq., of Rutland-square, in the city of Dublin, 
one ofthe candidates lor the borough of Athlone at the last election, in pursuance of a 
request in writing in that behalf made by electors of the borough, did on the I 2 th day of 
July 185*2, before me, duly auihorised in that behalf, make and subscribe a declaration on 
oai'h that he, to the best of his knowledge and belief, was duly qualified to be elected as a 
Member of the House of Commons, according to au Act passed in the second year of the 
reign of Queen Victoria, intituled, “ An Act to amend the Laws relating to the Qualifica- 
tion of Members of Parliament.” 

Dated at Athlone, the 8 th of October 1852. W. Rathbone, Resident Mao-i.stiate, 

Couniy Rdscommoii. ^ 

To the Hanaper Office, Court of Chancery, Dublin. 

Mr. SmithJ] We put in the poll-book. (The poll-book was handed in.) 
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4 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE talien before SELECT COMMITTEE 

Mr. C.Titzsimon. By Mr. Smith^ Will you produce the declaration of 1847 that you have 

there? — 



g April 1 853 . 



Mr. W. Marshall 



Mr. James -was heard to object to the declaration of 1847 being received 
in evidence, having no reference to the election of 1852. 



Mr. Smith was heard to support tlie right to put in the declaration, 
slating it was signed by Mr. Keogh, and therefore admissible. 



Mr. James stated he required Mr. Keogh’s handwriting to be proved. 



Mr. Smith stated thev did not propose to prove the handwriting at pre- 
sent, but would take ai/opportunity of doing so hereafter if necessary. 



Mr. Jflwes stated he was willing, for the purpose of the argument at 
present, to assume that it was signed by Mr. Keogh. 



Mr. Smith was heard to support his right to put in the declaration of 
1847 ; he only tendered it now for convenience, and he had no objection to 
having it left on the table by Mr. Fitzsimon. 



The Chairman stated it might be left upon the table, but at present it was 
not received in evidence. 



Ml’. James stated he bad no objection to its being left on the table. 



Mr. TVilliam Marshall called in, sworn, and Examined by Mr. Biggs Andrews, 
as follows : 



32. DO you live at Athlone ? — Ves. ^ 

33. Are you a conveyancer tliere ? — Yes. 

34. Were you at the last election for Athlone ?— I was. 

35. Did you serve Mr. Keogh with a notice on the 8th of July ? — No, I did 
not serve him myself; but 1 was present w'lien there was a notice served on the 

8th of July. , .-lx 

36. Look at that, and see if you put your own indorsement on it ; is that your 
handwriting — This was on the 12tli of July. 

37. Did you serve that notice.' — I did, a copy of it. 

38. On who?— On Mr. Keogh. , t., 

39. Look at this, and see whether you served a copy of that, sewed on Mr. 

Keogh on the 8th ?— Yes, on the 8th I did. _ 

40. Which of the electors signed the one on the 8th s — The one signed Edward 
Lvncli and John Pell was signed. 

■'41 . By Mr. James:] Did you see it signed by them .'—I did not. 

42. Do you know their handwriting ? — Ido. 

43 By iVIr. Smith.] Is that their handwriting ?— I believe it to be. 

44’. Look at the names of the other ?— I know the writing of both these, 
Edward Hodgson and John Pell. 

45. Is that the 12th of July — Yes. 



Cross-examined by Mr. James. 



46. Were you a voter for the borough? — No. 

47. You were not one of the ten who voted for Mr. Lawes ?— No. 

48. Wiiich was served the first ?— That one was served the first, the one ot 

the 8th. , p , XT- 1 T 

49. The one that you did not serve was served first:— Yes, the one 1 saw 

served was sewed first. • , t> u ' -vt t 

50. And you saw this signed by Edward Lynch and John Pellr— iNo, i dia 

not see it signed. _ . . , . . ,, 

51. You know their handwriting? — I believe I know their handwriting well. 

52. Do you know their handwriting? — 1 do. 

53. Have vou seen them write ? — Yes, I did, frei^ently. 

54. Where was this first paper given to you ?— That first paper was given to 
me at Evre’s Hotel, in Athlone. 

55. About wbat time of day on the 8th ?— I did uot exactly note the hour. 

56. About what time ?— It must be something about noon. 

^17. Wlio gave it to vou to serve r— I did not serve it. 

^ ^ 58. You 
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58. You saw it served ?— Yes. Mr. iv. ii/mAa/?. 

5g. Who did serve it? — Edward Lynch. 

60. Is he here ? — Yes. 9 April 1853. 

61. He is in the lobby ? — Yes. 

62. Is he the person whose name was called just now Edward Lynch ? — I do 
not know. 

63. How came you to see it served; did you go with them? — I went with 
them ; he called on me to go with him ; Mr. Keogh aud another person of the 
name of Farrant passed by while Lynch and Mr. Egan, and somebody else, agent 
for Mr. Lawes, were standing at the door, and Mr. Keogh was pointed out to 
Lynch. 

“64. You were in Eyre’s Hotel on the 8th of July with Lynch aud Pell?— No, 

Pell was not there. 

65. You were there with Lvnch ? — I was there with Lynch. 

66. And Mr. Keogh happened to pass by ? — Yes. 

67. In the street of Aililone r — Yes. 

68. Bid you sally out, or did they sally out, aud serve him with this notice in 
the street as he passed by r— Lynch asked me if I would compare the notice, and 
1 did ; we both went down, and 1 saw Lynch give the copy of that notice to Mr. 

Keogh. 

6y. Perhaps you saw Lynch write it?— No, I did not; I saw him write his 
name at the back of if. 

70. xlftev he had served it ? — Yes. 

71. You did not see it written ?-rI did not see him sign his name to the 
notice. 

71:. Where did he produce the notice from ; do you remember ? — He had it in 
his hand. 

73. Did you go out with Mr. Lynch to serve it on Mr. Keogli in the streets 
of Athloner — After comparing it 1 went down with Mr. Lynch, and served Mr. 

Keogh in the street with it ; I did not serve it. 

74. You saw it served in the street?— Yes. 

75. Were you one of the parties serving it; did you go up to Mr. Keogli with 
Mr. Lynch ? — I did go up with Mr. Lynch to Mr. Keogh. 

76. ' Yours was not the baud that gave it, but you went out from Eyre's Hotel 
on the same errand with Mr. Lynch, who did serve this notice on Mr. Keogh 
in the street r— Precisely so. 

77. Did you go up to Mr. Keogh, do you remember? — I did. 

78. Did you say anything to him ? — I spoke to him, 1 believe ; of course I did. 

79. What did you say ?--I cannot exactly tell. 

80. Did you tell him what it was ? — I do not think I did tell him what it was. 

81. What did you tell him?— I do not think I told him anything particular; 
we had a few words of conversation ; Mr. Keogh flipped his fingei's in tliat 
way (describing), and laughed ; it was nothing but a common salutation of the 
day ; common talk. 

82. Then when you came back, you and Mr. Lynch made this endorsement 
upon it ? — Yes ; 1 made the endorsement, and signed my name to it, and so did 
Mr. Lvnch. 

83. *^Wereyou a supporter of Mr. Lawes at the election? — I w'as acting as 
one of his agents ; I do not live within the borough. 

84. A paid retained agent?— A paid agent. 

85. You are a conveyancer; what do you mean by that ; are you a certified 
conveyancer, or what? — I prepare deeds and leases, and so forth. 

86. Do you take out a certificate for it?— That is a question I do not think I 
should answer you upon ; I decline answering that. 

87. You would rather not answer that question ?— I was bred up to the pro- 
fession ; mv father was an attorney, and I transacted business for him for many 



years. 

88. You did not draw tliis notice as a conveyancer ? — No. 

8q. Is it your production? — No, 

90. Whose is itr—Show it to me, aud I will tell you if I know it. {The notice 
of the Ml July was handed to the Witness.) I do not know exactly whose hand- 
writing it is ; I believe it to be the handwiting of a Mr. Brown. 

91. Did you, in conveyancing language, “ peruse and settle it” ? — No, I did 



not. 
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6 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE taken before SELECT COMMITTEE 

li/Lw iV. Marshal!., g‘2. By Mr, Atulrews.'] Vou only examined it to see that it was a copy r 
Yes. 

9 April 1853. 93. By Mr. Smith.] Who is the Mr. Brown who prepared that?— The Mr, 

Brown, whose handwriting I believe this is, is a young gentleman living at the 
county of Westmeath ; not the Mr. Brown, the agent here. 

94. By Mr. /awes.] When did you serve this one. of the 12th; I did not 
know it was going to be put in r— I served it the day of the polling. 

95. Not contented with sallying out and serving Mr. Keogh in the street on 
the 8tii with one, you gave liiin anotlier on the 12th? — Yes, of course, 

96. Did you serve him with that other on the 12th ? — Yes. 

97. Wliat did YOU serve him with another for? — Because I was desired. 

98. How many notices had he ? — He had this from me. 

99. How came you to serve him with that upon tlie 12th, when you had given 
him one upon the 8th r — I did not give him the one upon the 8th, 

100. You wei'e present when it was served; if a person goes and serves a 
notice, and yon are engaged in the same act, I may say you served it; how 
came you to* serve him with another on the 12ih ? — I cannot tell you that, 

101. Did you serve that {the notice, of the I 2 th ): — I did serve a copy of this. 

102. Who gave you that of the l2th, to serve on Mr, Keogh ? — I got it at 
the polling-place. 

103. That is not an answer to my question ; who gave it to you ; some hand 
gave it to you? — I cannot be positive as to whose hand I got it from. 

1 04. wiio do you believe you did get it from ?— Nor can 1 at this moment 
form the slightest belief about it; I got it at the booth, but at whose hands I 
got it I do not know. 

105. Wus that the nomination clay, or on the polling day ? — On the polling 
day. 

106. You got it from the booth ? — I got it at the booth. 

107. Was that wliile the polling was going on?— No, it was during the 
polling. 

108. That is what I call while the polling was going oiir— It was intermediate 
between the stopping of the poll and the declaration of the election ; the polling 
ceased earl}' in the day. 

109. How soon had Mr. Liiwes polled his 10 r— I suppose he polled the 10 
about 11 o’clock. 

no. About what time of day did you get the other notice? — This notice of 
the 12th? 

111. Yes ? — There were none polled after 11 o’clock. 

112. Mr. Lawes had then polled his 10? — There were not any polled by 
either party afterwards. 

1 1 3. About what time of the day did you get that notice ? — Something after 
11 o’clock. 

114. And you got it from the booth r — I got it at the booth. 

115. Did you pick it up at the booth, or did any hand give it to you ? — No ; 
it was o-iven to me by some one ; whether it was out of tlie hand of Mr. Brown 
I got this, or out of Mr. Egan's hand, the agent, I cannot tell; it was out of 
some of their hands. 

116. Mr. Brown wrote the notice? — Yes; the same writing as this. 

117. Who is that Mr. Brown? — He is tlie son of a magistrate living in 
Westmeath. 

nS. Was he a voter for Atlilone? — No; he was there as a friend of Mr. 
Lawes. 

119. He wrote the first notice? — I believe it to be so. 

120. Is that, the second notice, in the same handv\Ttting r — Yes ; I believe it 
to be so. 

121. Was Mr. Brown at Eyre’s Hotel when you sallied out to serve Mr. 
Keogh in the street, on the first occasion ? — I do not recollect seeing him. 

122. From whose hand do you believe you got the second notice of the 12th ? 

I must have got this notice on tlie 12th from Mr. Brown, from Mr. Egan, 

or from Mr. Wallis, perhaps ; I cannot tell you, or form a belief about it. 

123. Whose handvvnting is that? — This is the handwriting of Mr. Brown, I 
believe. 

124. The same Mr. Brown? — Yes. 

125. Where 
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125. Where did you serve that on M)'. Keogh? — I served it in the yard 
attached to where the polling was going on. 

126. Who is that signed by ? — By Edward Hodgson and John Pell. 

127. Is that the same Pell who signed the notice which vou served on Mr. 
Keogh on the 8th r — Yes, it is ; and I recollect that Mr. Keogh, at the time I 
served him with this, made an observation which I do not think it necessary to 
mention. 

128. How many more did you serve him with ? — Of this description ? 

129. Yes? — None. Oh, yes; I did one for Messrs. Peter and John Norton. 

130. About the qualification? — Yes. 

131. Peter and John Norton ai-e father and son, the two gentlemen, wlio 
petitioned, and which petition has been withdrawn? — Yes. 

132. When did you serve Peter and John’s notice?— On the same day ; the 
12th. 

133. And the same time? — No, not exactly the same time. 

134. About the same time r — Yes, about the same time. 

135. Were you agent for Peter and John ? — No, I was not ; I w'as Mr. Lawes’ 
agent. 

136. Did you serve Peter and John’s before you served that on the 12th ; do 
you remember ? — I think it was before I served this. 

137. Having given him Peter and John’s, how long was it after you gave 
him another of Mr. Pell’s? — Oh, immediately after; and I recollect Mr. Keogh 
made a remark about his getting so many notices, and he made a particular 
remark about this person, John Pell ; “This is the third notice,” he said, “ I 
have got from Pell.” 

138. Had Pell signed Peter and Jolm’s notice ? — No. 

139. Who had signed J^eter and John’s? — Peter and John signed their own 
notice. 

140. Did you give him any more^ — No, 1 did not, that I recollect. 

141. By the Co/«wii#ee.] Are the persons who signed these, electors? — Yes, 
they are; I know they are. Mr. Hodgson is a freeman. 

142. By Mr. James.'] Is he on the register ? — He is on the register, and voted 
at the last election. I believe. 

143. Did John Pell vote ? — I did not see him vote. 

Mr. James suggested that the parties signing the notice must be proved 
to have been upon the register, and also observed that he wished to reserve 
the further cro.ss-examination of the Witness as to any other part of the 
case. 

Mr. Ayidrews submitted that if Mr. James wanted the Witness upon any 
farther occasion, he might call him as his own Witness, and that he must 
now conclude the cross-examination. 

The Chairman stated that if he w'as required afterwards by Mr. James, 
he must be called as his M'itness. 

Mr. Sviiih stated that they proposed to put in the declaration of qualifi- 
cation made by Mr. Keogh at the table of the House. 

Mr. James stated that he did not object to the declaration niade by Mr. 
Keogh at the table of the House being put in, on the principle that it might 
be said that anything that Mr. Keogh had said with reference to his qtiali- 
ficaiion was evidence ; but he wished to call the attention of the Committee 
to the fact that there was no allegation in the petition as to the declaration 
of qualification made by Mr. Keogh at the table of the House. 

[The Declaration was put in, and was as follows .*] 
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Statement of Qualification. 

Statemekt of the Lands, Tenements, and Hereditaments, or of ihe Interest therein, or 
arising therefrom, whereby I make out my QualiBcation as a Member to serve m 
Parliameni, pursuant to the Aet of the First and Second years ol the Ue gn of Hei 
Majesty Queen Victoria, iniituleii, “ An Act for Amenilmg tile Laws relating to the 
Qualification of Members to serve in Parlmment.” 

Vo/e— If the Member qualifies in respect oflands, tenements, or hereditaments, he must 
state the ba.ony or baronies, parish or parishes, township or townships, precinct or precincts j 
and also the county or counties in which such lands, tenements, or herediuiments are situate; 
and also the estate in the said lands, tenements, or hereditaments, or in the rents and profits 
thereof, of or to which he is seised or entitled. 



1 

Barony, Parish, Township or j 

Precinct in which the 
Lands, Tenements or Hereditiiments 
are situate. 


County. 


Estate in the Lands, Tenements, 
or Hereditaments, or in the 
Renta or Profits thereof, of or to which 
the Party is seised or entitled. 


Barony of Coshlea - - - | 


Limerick - 


--Rent-charge for lives, 600 /. per 
annum. 


Barony of Kiltarlan - - ' 

Baronv of Loughrea - - i, 


Galway 
Galway - 


|Life estate, loO/. per annum. 

j 


Barony of Clanmorris 
Barony of Costello - - - 

Parish Ilf Riiboon . - - 

Parish of Si. Nicholas 


Mayo 

Mayo 

--County of the 
Town of Galway. 
--County of the 
Town of 6 alway. | 


1 Rent-charge for life, anoL per 
1 annum. 


Statement of Personal Estate or Effects whereby I make out my Qualification ns a 
Member to serve in Parliament, pursuant to the Act of ihe First nncl Second years of the 
Reign of Her Majesty Queen Victoria, intituled, “ An Act for amending the Laws relating 
10 the Qualification of Members to serve in Parliament.” 


j^„le If the Member qualifies in respect of personal estate or effects, he must state nf what 

nature and where situate such personal estate or effecU are, and what interest he hath in such 
personal estate or effects, and upon what securities, and in whose names the same are vested. 


Nature of Personal Estate 
or Effects, 
and where situate. 


What Interest 
the Party hath in 
such Personal 
Estate or Effects. 


Upon what Security, 

1 and in whose Names such Personal Estate- 
! or Effects are vested. 

1 _ ....... 


Mortgage of lands situate in 
England and Ireland, and 
equiiabie transfer or declara- 
tion oftrustfor same; security 
at present in London. 


- Absoluie to the 
extent of 6,000/. 


- - On the security of an equitable 
transfer of the mortgage or declara- 
tion of tru?t to the extent of 0,000/,,.. 
the mortgage ve.sted in John Sadleir, 
Esq. 



1 William Keoyh. 

Note . — In case the Member qualifies in respect of qualifications jointly sufficient, he must 
make a similar statement in respect of each. 



Mr. James was heard to object to the notices of the 8th and i 2 th of July 
being received as evidence, upon the ground that they were not proved to be 
signed by registered electors having a right to vote at the election ; it 
appeared that one of the parties did not even vote at the election, and there 
■was no legal evidence before the Committee that they were registered 
electors. 

Mr. Andrews submitted the notices were evidence, but the effect of them was- 
a matter for subsequent consideration, and it might afterwards be contended 
that it was neces.sary to go on, and prove the parties signing were registered 
electors. Should that ultimately become necessary, he proposed to call a 
gentleman, who had the custody of the registers, who had been served with 
a Speaker’s warrant to produce before the Committee all books relating to- 

the- 
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the election ; lie had aiTived in town since the Committee iiad been sittins. 
On the part of llie petitioner, it was expected that ho had brought the re‘ds- 
ter; it was now' i'ouncl that lie liad not brought the register, and therefore it 
would be necessary to delay this part of the case, and ask the Committee for 
time to get the register from Ireland, in order tliat it might be laid before the 
Commitiec. 

Mr. James stated, that if any such application was made, lie should be pre- 
pared to meet it, i)ut at present he submitted, the register not being produced, 
the notices were inadmissible. 

The Chciirmun stated, that was the opinion of the Committee, and for the 
present the notices could not be put in. 



Mr. William Cox called and sworn ; Examined by Mr. Mo 7 dague Smith. 

144. ARE you a Solicitor, carrying on your business at Pinner’s Hall, in the 
city of London ? — I am. 

145. Did you go to Dublin to search the Irish regi.ster? — I did. 

146. When did you go ? — Tlie 1st 01* 2d of March. 

147. Did you take with you a copy of the declaration delivered by Sir. Keogh 
at the table of the House r— I did. 

14S. The register is in Dublin for all Ireland, is it not? — I believe it is so. 

149. There is a general register in Ireland ?— Of all deeds afihciing land. 

150. Did you search that register in die different baronies and places mentioned 
in Mr. Keogh’s ileclaration ? — Perhajis it would be better that I should explain 
what I did ; the books containing the entries of deeds affecting land in Ireland, 
are kept in separiite counties ; there is a book fur each county; that book is sub- 
divided into various baronies, in fact all the baronies that are in that county : the 
register then sets ont the names of the lands. . 

Mr. James was heard to object to any verba! statement of what the 
register-books contained ; if any exemplification of any judgment, or any 
authorised copy was tendered, it would be a question whether that uas 
admissible oj' not. 

Mr. Aadrms stated tlnit, if they were proposing to give in evidence a copy 
of what was on the register, the objection micht be a very good one ; but 
what tliey proposeii to prove was a searcli, and that nothing had been found; 
and therefore they could not bring copies of what did not exist. 

Tlie Chairman stated, the Committee thought the Witness mlgtit give 
evidence as to liaviug searched certain books, and not finding what he pro- 
posed to search for. 

151. By Mr. You said you made an examination with reference to 

this statement of qualification delivered at the table of the House? — I was asked 
if I took that statement of qualification with me, and whether I made a search. 

Mr. James was heard to object to any evidence being given with reference 
to the declaration of qualification delivered in by Mr. Keogh at the table of 
the House, submitting that the question for the decision of the Committee 
was, whether the qualification delivered in by Mr. Keogh, in pursttance of a 
legal notice, was or not a proper qualification ; that upon the allegation ql 
the present petition, the question was whether Mr. Keogh had a good qualih- 
catioii at the time of the election and his return ; and that inasmuch as Mr. 
Keogh might have had a different qualification, and made a different decla- 
ration of qualification at the time of taking his seat, to that which lie p^)ssessed 
at the time of the election, evidence with reference to the qnalilication 
delivered in at the table of the House could not be admitted to prove the 
allegations of the petition. 

IMr. Jndre’ws was heard to supfiort Ids right to pursue the examination, 
contending that the petition was pointed wiih reference to two matters ; one, 
that the election was void, because Mr. Keogh did not complv with the 
requisitions at the time of the election ; the second, because Mr. Keogh had 
no qualification at tlie time of tlie election ; and he subiiiilted that, if it cou 

383. B 



Mr. ff. Alaislinll. 



p -April 1853. 



Mr. ir. Cax. 
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be shown thiit the qualification oiven in by Mr- Keogh at the table of the 
House was not a good qualilicatioii, that that would be a pr'md fade case 
that that was the qualification possessed by Mv. Keogh at the time ol the 
election, and theretore would sustain the allegations of the petition. 

Mr. M. Smith proposed to be heard on the same side. 

Mr. James objected to two Counsel being heard on the same side, on an 
objection to evidence. 

The Chairman slated, the Committee had not come to any resolution of 
that kind at present, and therefore Mr. Montague Smith miglit be heard ; and 
lliat Mr. Huddlestone also might be heard on the same side as Mr. James, 
if he wished. 

Mr. Huddlestone waived the right to be heard m support of the objection 
taken by Mr. James. 

Mr. JM. Smith was heard in support of the line of examination, and quoted 
the Bath case, in the 1st Perry & Knapp’s Election Cases, where evidence 
was admitteil in reference to the qualification given in at the table of the 
House. 

Mr. James was heard in reply, stating that the objection he made was 
that evidence which had reference to a search in respect of lands upon the 
qualification delivered in upon the 14th of November 1852, was not relevant 
to a qualification which, by the petition, was confined to the time of the 
return in July 1852. 

The room was cleared. 

The Committee deliberated ; and, on Counsel and parties being called in., 

The Chairman stated, ” The Commiitee have determined that the Counsel 
for the Petitioner do proceed witli the examination of the witnesses.'’ 



Mr. William Cox re-called ; Examination resumed by Mr. Smith. 

152. You were proceeding to describe what you did in the search r— Yes : 1 
stated there is a book for each county, and that that book is subdivided into 
various baronies ; the register then sets out the names of the lands, and parishes in 
which those lands are situate, the names of the grantors, the names of the grantees, 
the year, and reference to the number of the memorial. 

153- Did you search the register for the barony of Coshlea, in the county of 
Limerick? — Yes, I did. ^ - o 

154. For bow long did you searchr— From the year 1030 up to 1853; up to 
the day of my then searching, which was the 5th or 6th of March. 

155. Did you find any deed registered, granting a rent-charge to Mr. Keogh? 

X searched both the names of grantors and grantees, and -did not find the name 

of “ William Keogh” at all. 

In any way ?— Not in any way. . , , c Tr ^ 

157- Did you search in a similar way the registry tor the barony of Kiltartanr 

”^58. Are there two baronies, Kiltartan and Loiighrea?— Yes, both in the 

county of Galway. , , rr . . . r * u 

i Did you find there Mr. Keogh s name, as grantee of any rent-charge or 
any other interest whatever in any land ?— I did not find the name of » William 

Then,' in the county of Mayo?— The baronies of Giaamoriis and Cos- 

Did you find Mr. Keogh’s name there for any property whatever?— No. 
162! The parish of Rahoun, in the county of the town of Galway ?— Yes, I 

the parish of St. Nicholas ?— Yes. . c .1 

164 Did you find Mr. Keoglfs name, or any trace of it.'— 1 did not hnd the 
name of “ William Keogh” at all ; there are other books kept, in which they regis- 
ter transfers of land, or grants, or any deeds relating to land, which they call “ No 
baronv books that would be in case the description in the parcels of the deed 
did not mention the name of the barony, they would not know m which barony 

to 
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to set it out in the county books, and, therefore, they call them “No barony Mr jr 

bnohs. ’ I searched the “No barony books” for all of tliose counties from 1836 to 

1853, :ind 1 did not find the name of “ William Keogh” in any one of them, 9 April 
either as grantor or grantee. ’ 

3 65. Did you make a careful search ?— Exceedingly careful, knowing the pur- 
pose for which I was making it. 

1 ( 56 . Do you think it could have escaped you, if the name bad ueeii there? I 

do not think there is any possibility ofits having escaped me. 

Kiy. 1 believe yon have office copies of the judgments?— I produce office 
copies of the judgments. 

168. The first is Hilary 1849 ^ Copeland. 

369. I believe you examined that ?— I examined everyone of them with the 
original rolls. 

170. Is that Hilary 1849? — Yes. 

171. Wlio is the plaintitt in that action ? — Charles Copeland. 

172. What is the judgment for ? — £.144. 37^. Qd. 

173. And how much costs? — £2. is. 11 d. 

374. By Mr. £. 175. 6 d. is the amount with the penalty, is it not ? 

— 1 cannot make out what it is ; it says, “the said sum of 144/. 17 s. 6 tf. should 
be paid when required, and so on.” 

175. Is it upon a bond ? — It says, “ by a certain writing obligatory sealed bv 
his seal to thi.s court produced ; I should say it was upon a common bimd. 

176. By Mr. Smith.] In Trinity term 1848, they are not in order of date, do 
you find a judgment in favour of Samuel Richard Hesseltine, of Enfield, in the 
county of Middlesex, for 2,000 ^.? — Yes, Samuel Richard Hesseltine, 2,000/.; 
costs, 2I i s. \ i d. 

1 77. tiilary 1850, do you find a judgment in favour of Maurice Steiiintan ? — 

Yes. 

178. Have you that i — Yes, I have a list and can read them. 

Mr. James stated he understood that some of these sums were the penal 
sums, and that tliere was a double penal sura. 

Mr. Andrews ol)served he did not think it could l)e so in the general run 
of cases. 

' 79 - Dy M''* Smith.] Is that a list that has been prepared by yourself, that 
you have in your hand r — Yes; this is a list prepared by myself ; Hilary 1849. 

Charles Copeland, 144/. 17s. ^d., and 2I. i s., 1 \ d. costs ; Trinity 1848, Samuel 
Richard Plesseltine, 2,000 /., and 2 /. 1 5. \ \ d. costs. 

180. By Mr. James.] Did the same person give yon copies in all cases ?— No, 
they came, some from the Exchequer Office, some from the Queen's Bench, 
and some from the Common Pleas, but in each case I examined every one with 
the Roll; Hilary 1850, Maurice Steinman, i,oool. ; 2Z. 5s. 6^/. costs. Michael- 
mas 1844, Henrv Brewster Warren Dorley, 1,000/.; and 2/. 1 .s. n rf. costs. 

Easter 1848, John and George Campbell, 303 1 . i \ s. 2 d.^ and 2I. 2 s. Zd. costs. 
Michaelmas 1 849, James Carpenter, 380 L, and 2I. 2 s. Z d. costs. Hilary 1 849, 

Jo,seph Cowper, 156/. 2 s. 1 d., and 2I.2S. Zd. costs. Michaelmas 1848, John 
Langan, 218 /. ns., and 2I. 2s. Zd. costs. Hilary 1849, John Charles Smith, 

1,000/., and - 21 . 3s. costs. Easter 1852, William Joyce, 126/. 5s. 6 r/., and 
6/. 15 s. 6^. costs. Michaelmas 1849, William Tilly, 107/., and 2I. 35. costs. 

Easter 1848, James Benjamin Ball and others, 26/. 12s., and 13/* lO^. costs. 

Hilary 1849, Samuel John Macken, 15/. 1 s. ^d., and nocosts. February 1851, 

John Matthews, 87 1 . 115. Z d., and 9/. 19^. 4^. costs. May 1S51, George 
Browne, i8i 1 . i2j., and 13/. 185. costs. Michaelmas 1848, Charles Joseph 
M‘Deniiot, 200 I, and 2I. is. i \ d. costs. Hilary 1849, Christopher Filzsimon, 

900/., and 2 /. IS. lid. costs. Hilary 1849, Christopher Filzsimon, 400 and 
2 ?. 1 s. 1 1 c/. costs. Hilary 1 842, Thomas Fitzpatrick, 130 1 . 8 s., and 2I. 2s. Zd. 
costs. 

181. By Mr. James.] Is that against Mr. Keogh ?— Against William Keogh, of 
Rockfield, in the county of Dublin, Esq. 

182. Is not that spelt K-c-o-u-g-h, of Rockfield, and is not this Mr. Keogh at 
ail ? — It is spelt Keougli, but I did not observe it before. 

183. ihQ Committee.] Does the name appear more than once in that^ciocu- 
nient? — No, it only appears once as Keough ; it speaks of the “ plaintiff * and 

.33. B 2 * “defendant” 



Cox. 

1S.33. 
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“defemlanf afterwards, and “ the said William” and the “said Thomas.” The 
next is Hilary 1 853, Robert Butter, 172L is. GcZ., costs 5Z. S.r. ; tlie next sixth, 
have not examined myself with the roll. 

1 84. Are they authenticated ? — Yes, they are. 

Mr. James objected to the witness giving an account of them without 
proof of examination with the roil. 



David Fenton called in, sworn, and Examined by Mr. Smith, as follows : 

185. Did you examine those with the judgments in Ireland? {Handwg the six 
copies.) — Yes, with the clerk. 

1 86. What clerk ?— In the Court of Queen’s Bench. 

Cross-examined by Mr. James. 

187. What are you, an attorney’s clerk r — No. 

188. Then what are you ? — Mr. Lawes’ serva^nt. 

1 89. What do vou mean ; his livery servant r — Y es. 

■ 100. His footman? — No, his butler. 

191. Do you know what a Judgment is ?— I have heard them read by a clerk, 
and I exannned them; they are for debt, I believe. 

192. Where did you go to: — The Queen’s Bench, Dublin. ^ 

193. To wliat court r— I do not know what y'ou call it; the Court of Queens 

Bench, Dublin. , , . n 

194. In w'hut part of the court; what office ?— I do not know what they call 

the office, I am sure. mi j 1 

^95‘ W^hen did you do it?— At half-past three o clock on Thinsday last. 

196. Do you mean to say vou yourself read the judgments ?— No, he read 
them, and I'held these (the copies) in my hand, and went over them as he read 

197. By the Commiliee^ Y^ou followed him as he read them ? — Yes. 
igS. By Mr. Jrmies.] Give me the first?— There are six of them. 

199. Who was it that was with you?— There was nobody with me ; the clerk 
in the court read them, and I held these, and went over them as he read them. 

200. You did not examine yourself the original documents ?— I did not. 

201. Was that the same with all of them r — Yes. 

[The Witness withdrew. 

Mr. James submitted, that the copies now produced were not examined 
copies of the judgments, and were, therefore, not admissible in evidence. 

Mr. Andrews contended that the documents were proverl by the evidence 
to be examined copies. 

Mr. James stated, altliough he felt he might contend that they were not 
admissible upon this evidence, he would waive the objection. 

Mr. William Cox re-called ; Examination resumed by Mr. Smith. 

202. Now, will you complete the list r— Hilary 1852, Henry Racine, 18?. lO^. ; 
no costs. Hilarv 1851, Henry Bruoker, 59Z. 15^. 1 r?. ; no costs. 

203. By Mr. Meagher:] Is there satisfaction entered on the foot of that ?— res, 
there is on the 24th of March 1853. The next is Michaelmas 1850 ; the Dun- 
dalk and Enniskillen Railway Company, 225?., and 26L 6 s. jd. interest, and 
34/. I2S. 6 <f. costs. Hilary 1S50, Y'homas John Thornhill, 90?. lo^., and no 
rosts. Hilary i 849, Walter Joseph Bourke, 217/., and 2I. is. n if. costs; satis- 
faction entered on the 6th of April 1853. The next is Hilary 1849, William YVood- 
ruffe, 200?., and 2?. is. 1 1 d. costs. 

204. Have you got the office copy of an English judgment ? — 

Mr. James stated, he objected to an EngUsK judgment as not affecting 
Irish lands, and, there'bre, was uot relevant to the inquiry. 

Mr. Smith stated, he was aware an English judgment did not affect Irish 
lands, but there happened to be here a qualification staled in England, and 
he put in the judgment as applicable to that. 
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The objection was withdrawn. 

205. By Mr. Smith.'}^ Ha-ve you got an office copy of an English judgment ? — 
Thev gave a certificate in England luider seal. 

206. Who is the plaintiff'? — Edmund Maude, Hilary 1851 ; the damage is signed 
for 304Z. 35. 9^., but that was not the true amount. 

207. What are the costs? — The costs are not marked. 

20S. Voii have said some of the Irish judgments were for penal sums, for cases 
of bonds ? — Yes. 

2i'9. Have you gone through them to see the amount? — I liave not. 



Cross-examined by Mr. James. 



210. You are attorney to Mr. Lawes, are you not? — I am. 

211. At the time you were searching for these judgments, did you search to see 
bow many of them had been satislied on record? — The record itself shows 
whether tliey are or not. 

212. Do you mean to swear that before this Committee ? — Ido; the record 
show's it. 

213. But will you swear that of the judgments you have been giving in evidence 
before the Committee, there were not judgments to the amount of 5,.')S7?. 175. ~d. 
satisfied on record ? — Tliat there were when I searched ? 

214. Yes? — No, certainly nor. 

215. You will swear there were not* — Certainly. 

216. Did you search to see if the judgments were .satisfied ? — The roll shows it; 
here are the rolls ; every one will show it. 

2»7. You and I may differ upon that ; did you search for the purpose of seeing 
whether the judgments which in one book you may have found existing, were in 
another book satisfied? — No, I searched the roll. 

218. Is there not an office and register of judgments in Ireland kept by a 
Mr. Scriven, where the satisfaction on judgments is entered? — There is an office 
called the Office for Registration of Judgments in Ireland ; whether kept by Mr. 



Scriven I do not know. 

219. Is not that an office where satisfaction of judgments is entered on records ? 

— I do not know. , 

220. Did you search the Master's Office of Her Majesty’s Court of Queen s 
Bench in Ireland ?— Yes, I did, in the Master’s Office. _ 

221. For satisfactions? — For judgmenls and for .satisfactions also, if entered on 



•the roll. 

222. Do you know there is what they call a Record Office, or what they call 
Re«nster of Judgments Office?— Yes, 1 do ; the Master’s Office. 

223. I understood you to state you did not search that office, which would 

contain the entry of satisfaction of judgments 1 — I say that I do not know' whether 
there is an office in which you have to"' search for satisfaction of judgments ; but 
I say, that the rolls themselves of judgments, when satisfied, have entry of satis- 
faction thereon. , ^ „ 

224. From your knowledge, will you undertake to say before^ the Committee, 

at the time you found these judgments existing, there was not sausfaction entered 
upon the judgments to the extent of 5.587^- •/ dA~l that 

these are true office copies, and that there is no satisfaction entered upon the 
o-reat maioriiv of them, and therefore certainly not for 5.587^* 

225. Will JOU undertake to swear, in the proper there was not satis- 

faction entered upon judgments to the amount of 5 j 58 / *• 7 •• ne.si 

appears on the Judgment Roll, I should know nothing about it. * 1 * 

226. Therefore it may exist, and it may be that satisfaction has been entered . 

— It may ; but certainly not on the roll where I searched. _ i 4 i oan 

227. Did yott search the proper office to see whether satisfaction had been 
eniered (—1 do not know that there is a proper office ; I say that the roh is the 

place to enter satisfaction. t . i i i j • . ...4;4vnii 

228. Did you employ apy Irish solicitor, or any Irish legal advisei, or did you 

go bv yourself?— I consulted, of course, with an Irish solicitor. 

229. Who was if?~I think I ought not to be asked that question. 

23a If you have any objection to state the gentleman s name, 1 will not press 
it? — I would rather not, if you do not wish it. 

231. Why? — I have a reason. 

383. B 3 • 



Mr. W. Cox. 
g April 1853. 
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Mr, W. Co* 232. You have a reason for not telling the name of the Irish solicitor who 

— searched the Iris]) judgments? — He did not search for Iiish judgments ; I con- 

9 April 1853. suited trenerally as 10 searches at one place and searches at another. 

233. " You would latber not mention liis name? — Yes, unless you particularly 
wish it; he did it as a matter of personal friendship or kindness to me as a 
stranger, am! was raucli annoyed that he was doing it against a gentleman, I 
believe, who was a friend of his. 

234. You knew you had to search, did you not, for existing incumbrances . 
Existimt incumbrances; that is another matter; I searched lor certificates of 
existina: incumbrances. 

23, -3. 1 am asking yon if, iu searching, as an attorney, for judgments and a 
charge on property, it is not equally the duty of an attorney to search the pioper 
office and see whether tliose judgments have not been satisfied r — I think not; 
not knowing that ihei-c was an office to which you woulii look for satisfaction of 
judsmenls, I looked at tlie roll, to see whether there was this on it, “ Afterwards, 
on the fith of April, came so-and-so, by his attorney, and acknowledged lie had 
received satisfaction.” 

236. I am asking you if you actually kiiew of the existence of an office ni 
Ireland at the time you made search, where saiisfacti'in on those judgments 
would be entered? — Not as a separate and distinct office. 

237. Then you cannot undertake to say to the Committee that there has not 
been in the proper office entered satisfaction of these judgments to the amount of 
5,587/. ^ 7 ^- 7 ^^-^ — I cannot say, one way or the other. 

238. Did you search the Register of Judgments at all? — No, I had obtained 
from the Registrar of Judgments certificates of registiy ; I l)ad obtained his 
certificate of all judgments ; “ For judgments, revivals, decrees, rules and 
orders, registered against William Keogh, from the 28th of June 1828 to May 

18.52” 

239. Did you ask for the certificates of .satisfactions ?- -In what cases : 

240. In those cases in which you asked for judgments ? — I did not ask for 
the Judgments; I will explain it ; first, I obtained a certificate from the Regisiiar 
of iud«!iienls, all judgments standing against the name of William Keogh, with 
the umoiint thereof, the name of the court, the name of the plaintifil, and the date 
that they are signed. I then go to the Court of Queen’s Bench, the proper 
office ; tlien to the Exchequer and Common Pleas. I then search the Judgment- 
book, and I search also fur the roll of those judgments. I find the Roll of 
Judgments, I order the office copy, and examine that office copy, so that I am 
able to come lieie to-day to swear to it. ^yhe^ on the roll there appeared 
satisfiiction, on the office copy there appeared satisfaction. 

241. I am asking you if }'ou searched that office in which satisfaction of judg- 
ments would be entered, or did you make any inquiry about that; — I say the 
office where satisfaction of judgment is entered is the office where the judgment 
is sio-ned, and therefore I am justified in saying that is so, because in one or two 
office copies of jurlsment we have satisfaction entered at the foot of them. 

242. Your evidence proceeds on that hypothesis that it is so? — Yes, it pro- 
ceeds on this hypothesis ; that this is an official list of all judgments standing 
airainsi that name; that these are office copies of auch judgments as relate to 
him ; that unless there appears satisfaction entered on the foot of the roll, at the 
foot of the roll of those judgments, that those judgments are in existence. 

243. I am asking you whether you made any inquiries at the time you made 
inquiry for judgments at any office, as to whether there had been satisfaction 
intered with reference to any judgments ; that is a very plain question; did you, 
or not ? — No, I did not. 

244. Y^ou made no inquiry at all as to whether tliere had been satisfaction 
entered ? — ^'Fhe onlv place I asked for judgments was at this office. 

245. Did you make any inquiry there or anywhere else, as to whether there 
had been satisfaction entered upon those judgments? — I asked at the Queen’s 
Bench Office “ whether, when satisfaction is entered, they entered it on the roll as 
we did in England and they said, “ Yes, when it is satisfied you will find it on 
the roll.” 

246. That you mean to say in every easel — That is wlmfc the clerk in the 
office told me, I being an English attorney going to the Irish courts. 

247. Do you know whether there are two offices or not, where satisfaction is 
entered on judgments ? — That is the very point ; I do not know there is one 

office 
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office for eniering .satisfaction, us distinct from tlie office where judgment is 
signed. 

248. In England, the same office where judgment is recorded satisiaction is 
entered, is it not? — In England we have two registers; there is a register for 
each court, and a roll would have entered upon it precisely as here. We have 
iinotlier register affecting lands. 

249. In the same office where judgment is recorded satisfaction would appear, 
would it not? — Then, after you have registered your judgment to affect land, and 
satisfaction is brought in, then the judgment is marked out of the list. 

250. Do you know whether that is the case in Ireland, or not?— I do not; I 

should presume it would be the same; it seems common sense; if it is not so, I 
shall be happy to be laiiglit it. . . , r • n 

251 . With reference to these deeds, you are aware that by the shuute of the oth 
of Anne, which was alluded to, that it is merely optional to register those deeds; 
that is. bv the third section. “ a memorial of all deeds shall, at the election of the 
parties concerned, be registered as therein directed Oh yes, clearly. 

252. It is merely optional? — Yes. 

25‘-?. Are you aware at all, a very large amount of the property conveyed m 
Ireland is not registered, it being merely optional for the parties to register ? 

My belief is this 

•254. Do you know, I am asking? — Not of my own knowledge. 

Have you ever been concerned in the transmission of property between 
parUes' much k, Ireland ?-Yes ; I was in tile office of Mr. Groom, who was 

concerned for several large landed proprietors. j 

256. Mr. Groom the conveyancer ?— Yes ; he was concerned lor Gord Olitton, 

and large lantlowners. „ . i . 1 1 

2>t7. Can you aive the Committee at all the proportion of property that would 
not 'be registered, and that is not registered, it being optional Speaking of my 
own experience, I never knew an Irish deed after it was executed, that was not 
registered. 

2<>8. Never knew one ? — No. 1 „i k„* 

259. It is merely optional, by the statute ?— I know that, entirely optional ; but 

I know what the statute suys afterwards. , j j 

oGu What does it say afterwards ?— That the grantor makiug a second deed, 
and dieTulise^tnt grantee registering it gets the land, and the hrst grantee 

“ Deeds not registered fraudulent and void against deeds registered and 
Tlu,t''it”llm im ilgu'l'y “f 

,o'a B,: and ionveys that V- •<> C. D., and C. D. registers it and takes 
priority ?— In cases of fraud, and cases of creditors, and m other cases. 

263. That is the penalty ; it is optional on the party to register or not . es, 

clearly so ; but that is the penalty. , jg k not ? — 

264. You have produced an English judgment here ; tins rs paid. 

Ves, it is. he arrested as lie came from the 

265. Mr. Cox. did you cause Mr. Ke « t b ^ 

House of Commons, on this judgment?— I can naraiy y 

arrested. ,i:.,:„„, ..nswer to this ; I must put it very 

266. Did you or not ; I want a distinct answer 

pointedly ?— Caused him to be arrested ! 

Si: .... 1. ™,i I 

269. Do you mean to say without your sanctio 

came bark. , onrf tnekt on Mr. Keoah 

270. Dill you go to the sheriff s offic rmo-lw to me bv one of my clerks 

-1 will tell you all about it. A g^eausl Mr. Keogh was 

to say the sheriff’s officer would no knowledge of the law that he 

nrivileived : and I, knowing or believing frorn my tnowie g 

was not privileged, went to the officei an to , 'g j, arrested with your 

271. That does not answer my question ; was Mr. Keogh 

isanolion ?— Uunqnestionably ; unquestionably^ 

272. Thetis upon this judgment for 304 <• ■ a^Was 

383. 



Ml'. IV. Cox. 



9 April 1853. 
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Mr. W. Cox. 
Q April 1853. 



273. Was Mr. Maude vour client ?— I had been connected with Maude; I knew 
Mancie. 

274. W'as &Ir. Maude your client: — At wliat time : 

275. At the time you arrested Mr. Keogh : — No, Tayloi was my partner. 

276. \V’’as Maude your client, the cognisee ot this judgment? — No, I do not 
think he was; I could hardly call him a client at all. 

277. \Vho was your client when yon arrested Mr. Keogh ? — One moment 

278. I must have an answer to tiiis, if you please. Was Maude, wliose name 
is in the judgment for 304/., your client; answer that? — In that one particular 
matter, yes, he was. 

27Q. Now you swear that? — Yes, unquestionably, .swear it. 

280. Had not Mr. .Maude assigned that debt?— I do not know. I had received 
a notice that he had since Messrs. Oliverson, the solicitors in the city, were acting 
for the assignees, and served a notice afterwards. 

28]. Was not the money paid over to them ? — Yes, it was afterwards. 

282. Who was Maude ; had he not become insolvent? — Maude was a man 
that I had some connexion with in business two or three years ago, and I will 
tell you and tell the Committee the whole particulars ; there is nothing to conceal 
about it. 

283. Y'ho was Maude; had he not become insolvent, or paid a composition, 
or assigned this debt ? — Not to my knowledge. 

284. You mean that ? — Upon my solemn oath. 

285. Do you believe he had assigned the debt? — I did not know either he had 
become insolvent, or had paid a composition, or had assigned the debt. 

2S6. Do you mean to represent ti)at Maude authorised you to issue the exe- 
cution, on your oath ? — Yes; authorised Taylor, because I was away. 

287. You have put in here a judgment at the suit of the National Bank against 
Mr. Keogh ? — Yes. 

288. Did you *io over to the National Bank and ask them to let you issue 
execution against him ? — No, I did not. I must explain it. 

280. Did you go to the National Bank in Ireland ? — 1 did go to the National 
Bank. 

290. For what purpose ? — For the purpose of taking a letter of introduction 
that I had. 

29J . Will YOU swear that you did not propose to the National Bank to issue 
execution against Mr. Keogh, and enforce that judgment ? — 1 took over instruc- 
tions with me from London to enforce the judgment of the National Bank against 
Mr. Keogh. 

292. From whom? — From the Board here. 

2Q3. I believe you are not solicitor tu tiie National Bank of Ireland ? — No ; in 
that particular matter they allowed me to be. 

294. Who are their solicitors in London? — Mr. Talhain. 

295. You are their solicitor in ihat particular matter. Upon your oath, did 
you'not apply to the National Bank, either in England or in Ireland, to be allowed 
to take proceedings and arrest Mr. Keogh ? — No. 

296. You did not?- — -I did not. 

297. How came you 10 take over instructions, not being their solicitor, to Ire- 

land, to enforce it ? — If you will allow me, I will tell you the whole ot it. When 
I found that Mr. Keogh had given in a qualification, and that there were lists of 
judgments, I, having some acquaintance with Maude, I said to Maude 

298. I am upon the National Bank now? — It will answer both the questions. 

290. Tell the Conimiitee, not being the solicitor to the National Bank in 

London, and a most respectable gentleman, as we know, being the solicitor, how 
it is that you came to take instvuciions from ihe National Bank in London to arrest 
Mr. Keogh? — That I, seeing that they were creditors of Mr. Keogh, and being 
acquainted as a personal friend with the secretary of the National Bank, said iliat. 
Keogh had given in a qualification of lands, and as they had got a judgment, 
I thought there was an opportunity of getting their money. 

300. You did ? — Yes, I told them so. The secretary spoke to me once or twice 
after that, and he said, or I said, I am sure I can hardiy say which, that as you will 
have, eitlier be said, “You will have the opportunity of seeing what the lands are,'* or 
I said “ I shall have the opportunity of seeing what the lauds are,” “would I enforce 

the 
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the judgment?” I said,^ “ I should tiave no objection to do it ; I should be happy 
to do it for the Bank and tlien I received instructions. 

301. From the Board ? — Yes, by letter. 

302. Produce it? — “National Bank of Ireland, 13, Old Broad-street, London, 
11 September 1852. William Cox, Esq., Pinner’s Hall, Old Broad-street. Dear 
Sir, I lieg to transmit for your information and guidance, copv of a resolution 
passed by the Court of Directors of this Board to-day, viz.^ ‘Resolved, that 
William Cox, Esq., of Pinner’s Hall, Old Broad-street, be authorised to enforce 
the judgments obtained by the Bank against Mr. William Keogh, of Athlone.’ 

I remain, dear Sir, yours faithfully, N. 8 . King." 

303. Did you take this over to Mr. Mahony? — That is not the letter I took 
to Mr. Mahony. 

304. Did you go to Mr. Mahony when you went to Dublin? — Yes- 

30, 5. Is he the solicitor of the Irish Bank in Dublin ? — Yes ; and 1 took a letter 
of introduction. 

306. Did you not ask Mr. Mahony to issue execution against Mr. Keogh on 
that judgment without giving Mr. Keogh any notice, so as to put him into prison, 
upon your solemn oath? — I will state what passed. 

307. Yes or no to that. Did you ask Mr. Mahoney, yes or no, give the expla' 
nation afterwards, to issue an execution on that judgment against Mr. Keogh* 
and not to give him notice, upon your solemn oath ? — Yes, I did. Let me go a 
little further : “ Or if be gave Mr. Keogh notice, so that Mr Keogli got out of the 
way, thathe, Mr. Mahony, must take the responsibility on himself, for I would not.” 

308.. I ask yon if you did not say to Mr. Mahony to isjue an execution against 
Mr. Keogh, to have the effect of putting him into prison, and not to give Mr. 
Keogh notice? — Yes; or “ If he did give him notice, to take the responsibility 
upon himself, if Mr. Keogh got out of the way.” 

30y. I ask you this upon your oath, did not Mr. Mubony refuse to do it ; and 
did he not tell you that Mr. Keogh was now holding' the “ ofiice of Solicitor- 
general, and if you write to Mr. Keogh, I undertake to say the debt will be paid r 
—Mr. Mahony said he did not like to do it, because Mr. Keogh was interesting 
himself to get Mahony some situation, I think, and that if he wrote to Mr. Keogh 

he dare say he could get the money. I said, “Very well, you take your own 

course.” . -Kt ir u 

310. I ask you if Mr. Mahony did not say, “ Allow me to write to Mr. 

•and the money will be paid ; ” and you said “ No ” ? — On the contrary, he did 
write to Mr. Keogh. . , 

311. Will you swear Mr. Mahony did not refuse to do it without notice ; did 
he not tell you, “ I will write to Mr. Keogh, and the money will be paid f— 
He did say so, and I said this: “ My instructions are imperative; he is to be 
taken in execution ; if you write to give notice, so that he cannot be tmn m exe- 
cution, on your own responsibility you must do it, not on mine ; that is what 

312. Was the money paid ?— Mr. Mahony told my so ; I do not know it of 

my own knowledae. ■ , ■ , , .t m i , 

- 313. Instantly, was it not ?— You ask if it was notpaid instantly; Mr. Mahony 

was the solicitor, because it was an Irish judgment. 

314 I ask von if that money was not paid, and did Mr. Mahony write the 
leuerl-l believe it was paid ; I have no reason to doubt ‘‘i and 

me so ; this is what Mr. Mahony told me ; he said “ I will go “M. Keogh, and 
I will tell him that he must pay the money; or,if ae does not, that I must is. 
an execution.” , ,, ^r ^ ..... 

315. Were your instructions to issue an execution to take Mr. Keogi p 

sonally?— My instructions were so. . :„.4,.n/sfir,n« because 

316 Do you mean that; you said just now you 
he stated the possession of land in order to enforce youi , , from the 

you, and it may be matter of consequence to you, .1 yotu « 

National Bank in London were to arrest Mr. Keogh .—Yes, they w . 

317. To arrest his person ? — Yes. 

Slowri Jf-This is the l,tl. September ; I am speakingofan 

This 



319. Show me that letter: 
authority in March. 



383- 
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320. This letter on the iitli of September 1852 is, “Mr. Wi!liani Cox, ot 
Pimier’s Hall, Old Broad-streec, be authorised to enforce the judgments obtained 
by the bank against Mr. William Keogh, of Athlone”?— That would authorise an 
execution against the person. 

321 . But had you express directions to take Mr. Keogh in execution peisonally ? 
— 1 had. 

322. Fiom the bank? — From the hank. 

323. When? — Prior to my going to Ireland. 

324. In writing ?— No. 

325. From whom verbally r — This is what took place 

32t». From whom verhallv? — From the secretary, I should think. 

327. He is a friend of yours ?-T should hardly like to swear from wliom 
I absolutely took the instructions ; yes, it was from the secretary. 

328. Any other [lerson? — No. 

329. Did you see one ot the Board on the subject r No; but I took care 
that they should be conusant, and that they should know what was to be done. 
Afler receiving these instructions in September, I endeavoured to entorce the 
judgment as against the lands out of wdilch Mr. Keogh qualified ; I failed in suc- 
ceeding there, and upon a careful reading of the Act of Parliament relating to the 
40 day's’ protection of Members of Parliament, I saw that Mr. Keogh vvas in this 
position, that he was not protected ; I went to the bank, and I said, “ It has all 
turned out wrong about the execution against the lands j my impression is, if Mi. 
Keon-h were taken in execution, that is his body, that the money would be paid ; 
that'vou would get the money and I was to receive an answer the next day as 
to what I should do ; and l\vent the nest day, and I received instructions from 
the secretary with a letter, a letter that 1 took to Mr. Mahony. The letter that 
{ took to Mr. Mahony was, that he was to follow my instructions, and my instruc- 
tions were to do what I thought fit to get the money, tvhicli the bank knew, 

330. Do you mean to state here that the Board of that bank knew you were 
authorised when you left London to arrest Mr. Keogh and put him into prison ? — I 
cannot know that the Board knew it ; I took those steps which I thought would 
enable the Board to know it, and would get their sanction. 

331. You took the step of requesting Mr. Mahony to take him in execution 
wiihout a written notice ; 1 ask you if the bank authorised you to issue execution 
against the person of Mr. Keogh without notice in order to put him into prison ? 
—Without notice ! I do not say the bank did ; but if a man says, “ There, go 
and arrest Mr. A. B.,” I should arrest Mr. A. B. in that mode I thought T 
should get the money. 

332. You knew that Mr. Keogh, at that time, was the Solicitor-general, and 
was in Dublin ? — I knew he was Solicitor-general, but 1 did not know he was 
in Dublin. 

333. Give uie the name of the secretary of the company, your friend? — King. 

334. What is hi.s Christian name? — N. S. King. 

335. Do I understand you to represent to the Committee that Mr. Maude, 
when you issued this execution, was a client of yours ? — I should call Mr. Maude 
ii client of mine if he gave me instructions to do anything. 

336. Did he? — At the time that the instructions were given for issuing the 
execution, I was not in London. 

337. Had you applied to Mr. Maude ? — I had met Mr. Maude. 

338. Did you ask Mr. Maude for leave to issue execution against Mr. Keogh? 

I told Maude that I believed, if he were to enforce his judgment against 

Mr. Keogh, that he had a chance of getting his money. 

33p. You suggested that to Maude? — Yes. 

340. Is Maude in London ? — I believe so. 

341. Did you not ask Maude for his leave that you should issue execution 
against Mr. Keogh for that judgment of 304?. ? — No, I did not ask his leave. 

342. Had he ever employed you before? — No; and I told him to go and 
employ his own solicitor to do it, or his attorney. 

>43. That gentleman who examined the judgments, Mr. Fenton, did he go 
iiiui point out Mr. Keogh as he came from the House of Commons to have him 
arrested? — I believe he did. 

344. Do 
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344. Ho you know he did ? — I do not know he did, but I believe he did. 

345. Fenton, the witness who examined the judgments, Mr. Lawes'' butler r 

Yes.‘ 

346. You suggested to Maude to employ his own solicitor ; how came he to 
employ your — He said his own solicitor was gone to Australia, and that the 
thing must be clone by somebody, and would I do it; I declined. 

347. And ycur partner did it ? — While I was away, Maude, hearing there was 
a clumco of getting liia money, called at the office, as I am. told. 

348. You declined to do it, and your partner did it ? — Yes, but I was away. 

349. That was paid at once, was it not; the very day Mr. Keogh was arrested ; 
the very afternoon r — I believe it was. 

350. Why, you know it was r — I am told so by somebody. 

351. Is it not in your own knowledge? — I was told by the officer that the 
money was paid, and I believe it. 

352. Did Mr. Lawes go with you on any occasion? — Did Mr. Lawes go? 

353. Yes f— No. 

354. Never saw you in company with Mr. Maude on this subject; Ije accurate? 
— I will be as accurate as I can ; I will tell the truth; I believe one day, while 
Maude was in the office with me, Mr. Lawes’ name was annuunced, and there- 
fore they were in the same office. 

355. Was the subject of arresting Mr. Keogh by Mr. Maude talked of in Mr. 
Lawes’ presence? — Oh, no. 

356. Do you mean that ? — Yes. 

357. Not a word of it? — Not in his presence; they were not in the same 
room. 



358. Do you mean to represent, in Mr. Lawes’ presence the subject of Mr. 
Maude arresting Mr. Keogh was not talked of? — In the presence of Lawes? 

359. Yes ? — I do not remember that Lawes and Maude were ever together even ; 
1 think Mr. Maude was in with me and Mr. Lawes was in the next office, atid I 
was talkiij'T with Maude about the enforcing his judgment, but that was a question 
about the lands then. 



3G0. I am asking you the question with an object, and I tell you so ; I am 
asking you if, in your presence, and in the presence of Mr. Lawes, the subject of 
Maude’s arresting Mr. Keogh on that judgment was not talked of? — I answer 
you Ity saying, tliat I do not believe Mr. Lawes and Mr. Maude were ever 
together in my room talking to me. 

361. Then is your an.swer, that to the best of your recollection it is not so ; 
is that what you mean ? — To the best of my recollection, it was not so. 

362. Is your recollection sufficiently accurate to enable you to swear that 
conversation about Maude enforcing the judgment against Mr. Keogh was not 
had in Mr. Lawes’ presence at any place or any time before Mr. Keogh was 
arrested?— My recollection sliil is, and I verily believe that Mr. Maude and 
Mr. Lawes never were together in niy office ; that i.s in the same room, and 
therefore there never could be such conversation if that is so. 



363. Then is your answer that it is not so f— My answer is, 1 verily believe 
that Mr. Maude and Mr. Lawes were never together in my room. 

3fi4. Is your recollection sufficiently accurate to enable you to state the subject 
of Mr. Maude arresting Mr. Keogh for this sum of money was never talked of 
when they were together.^ — ^To the best of my recollection, it was not. 

365. You will state i)Ositively you did not go with Mr. Lawes to Mr. Maude 
to ask him to enforce the judgment? — No, certainly not. 

366- Or met him in the street ; be distinct?— What is the question ? 

367. That upon no occasion was Mr. Lawes present when you asked Mr. Maude 
to allow you to enforce the judgment 1 - I think not; I think the only lime that 
Mr. Maude was ever at my office when Mr. Lawes was there, is the time 1 am 
referring to ; I was talking, I think, one day in this way. Mr, Maude lives next 
door but one to me in Great Winchestci-street, and I was talking to Mr. Lawes, 
3b3. 



Mr. W. Cox. 



9 April 1853. 
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Ml-. W. Cox. who met me going out of my office, and Mr. Maude came along, and I said, 

, , “ That is Mr. Maude.” 

9 April I 8 j 3 . 368. Is that an answer to mv question ; I am asking you if you meari to 

represent to tliis Committee, on the oath you have taken, that there was never 
conversation in your presence, when Mr. Maude and Mr. Lawes were present, 
about Mr. Maude enforcing that judgment against Mr. Keogh ?— To the best ot 
ray recollection, no conversation took place between me and Maude about arresting 
Mr. Keogh in the presence of Mr. Lawes. 

369. Or between Maude and Lawes, in your presence '? — No. 

370. Or between you and Maude? — Or me and Maude in the presence of 
Lawes. 

371. That is what you mean? — Yes. 

372. Did Mr. Lawes know you were going to enforce the execution, or did 
you tell him that you were going to enforce the execution against Mi. Keogh ? 
Did Mr. Law'es know I was going to enforce itr 

373. Yes, to arrest him as he came from the House ? — Yes, I told him. 

374. And then he sent his butler in a cab to point him out? I said, “As 
Fenton has got nothing to do, ’ or “ if Fenton has got nothing to do, I wish you 
would let him come with the officer and point him out. ’ 

375. Who did you say so to, “If Fentou has got nothing to do;” to Mr. 
Lawes ? — Yes. 

376. Where did you say to Mr. Lawes, “ If Fenton, your butler, has notliing 
to do, let him go and point Mr. Keogh out where ?— I tliinlc it was in Birchin- 
lane. 

377. Where in Bircliin-iane ? — In Mr. Lawes* office in Birchin-lane. 

378. What is he ? — A bill broker. 

379. Did you go to Mr. Lawes’ in Birchin-lane tlie very day Mr. Keogh was 
arrested going from the House? — The day before or the very clay. 

380. You went to ask Mr. Lawes to let his butler point him out? — I did not 
go to ask that question, I went to Mr. Lawes on other bu.siness. 

381. But being there, you took the opportunity of asking that? — Being there, 
we talked about the Athlone election, of course. 

382. Is it that you proposed that Fenton should point him out ?— Being there 
on other business, I said, if Fenton had nothing to do, he might let him go wiili 
the officer 10 point him out. 

383. I suppose Mr. Lawes acquiesced at oncer — Mr. Lawes acquiesced, 
beciiii.se I liad had Fenton before upon the same subject. 

384. Was that upon tlie Speaker’s warrant, which brought Mr. Keogh over to 
England, which -Fenton had served upon him ?— Yes. 

385. You brought him over to attend where, on a Speaker’s warrant? — 
Heie. 

380. On wdiat Committee On this Committee. 

357. You had brought Mr. Keogh over on a Speaker’s warrant to attend 011 
tills Committee, and having got tiim here under that Speaker’s warrant, you then 
asked, if the same butler wlio brought him over on the Speaker’s warrant might 
point him out to arrest him ?— He was here three or four days before. 

358. But was he brought over on tiiis warrant? — If you ask me, it is im- 
possible for me to tell ; he had notice to attend on Saturday ; if he came on the 
Friday or tile Saturday, I should have known better my business, than to have 
directed any officer to have taken a man who was coming- to attend a Committee, 
or who was subpoemied as a witness ; but heariug- and receiving infonnation that 
Mr. Keogh was here, before he could be protected by the warrant I said, “ Now, 
Mr. Maude, you will get your money.” 

389. And you went to Mr. Lawes, to ask him to allow his butler to point liim 
out, to arrest him? — I say about Mr. Lawes, tbatlasked him, but you put it in 
ihe other way. 

390. I must ask you this question ; had not this very debt, upon this judg- 
nie'nt wliicli vou have now produced before the Committee, and -.vhich you have 

stilted 
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stated is paid, been assiiiued b)' Mr. Maude, who was in insolvent circumstances, 
to another meicbaut in the city of London, for whom Messrs. Oliversons were 
solicitors? — Mr. Peachey told me so afterwards. 

391. Is he a partner in the house of Oliversons? — Yes, he is ; I went to see 
him in consequence of the notice. 

392. And it had been assigned many months, had it not? — I do not know. 

393 - know now, Mr. Cox, that tliat had been assigned for many, 

many months by Mr. Maude ?— No, indeed I do not ; Mr. Peachey told me that 
it had been assigned ; there was a notice came, and I think I have tire notice 
here, and that will tell the date exactly. 

394. Have you not now ascertained that this debt, in respect of which this 
execution against Mr. Keogh was put in force, was assigned many, many months 
ao-o, by Maude, who was in insolvent circumstances, to another merchant’s house 
j^the city of London, and who refused to have anything to do with the matter 
or to enforce the claim ? — I knew nothing of that before, but aiterwards. 

305. lam asking you now? — Yes, afterwards. 

396. Had it been assigned?— Yes. 

307. And tlie monev, as you say, was handed over, and you were obliged to 
hand the monev over to tlmse to wliom it had been assigned, Messr.s. Soliachos, 
a Greek house I was not in the matter at all. 

308. The money is paid over?— I believe the money is paid over. When I 
•met one of Messrs. Oiiverson’s clerks the other day, he told me that Mr. Maude 
had sent a consent to Sotiricbos having it. 

3QQ. By the Committee.-] What is the date of the transfer ?— By an indenture, 
dated the ‘31! of .Tune 1852, as appears by the notice, which was the first inti- 
mation I had. _ ^ 

400. “We have this moment learnt that an execution has, without tne know- 

ledge or authority of Mr. Sotiriclies, been issued against Mr. Keogh upon an old 
jnehnnent, obtained by Mr. Maude against Mr. Keogh m respect ot this same 
debt assigned to Mr. Ltirichos, under tvhich Mr. Keogh has been taken in exe- 
cution, and the amomit for which execution issued has been ? 

hands by Mr. Keo'di, in order to obtain his liberation. We give you notice that 
ftis n^ev 0 paid by Mr. Keogb. belongs to Mr. Sotiricbos and hat lie claims 
tlZ ylr Ind yon handed it over r-I. believe Mr. Maude 

at Messrs. ( Miverso'n’s, and gave them authority to pay the money over Sotiriclio . 

I knew nothing of these circumstances betore. 

Re-examined by Mr. Smith. 

401. At all events thejudgraent was paid by Mr., Keogh ?— I believe so. ^ 

402. And the money was due at the time?-Tlie money was due on the judg- 

403. Wlien was this transaction of paying off tlie judgment ’-The 15th or 

M ™ ^ 0? ““-sort 1 if I had I would not have 

Yon said you knew too wcl^eur bn.ims. if Mi. Keogh bad come over 
under the -warrant, lo arrest him? Yes, a . ye^* the execatloii bad 

406. But finding Him here before S-' 5 l.“Ke„sh was in town, 

been lodged with the ofheer, officer refused to execute because 

my clerk brought me word up to t; ^ „,as not so, went down 10 see 

;Mr. Keogh was privileged, ami I, ^ J ; he is not ; if you have 

the officer, and I told him, Bow you ond it is only right 

refa.sed to execute tins writ y°“ and consulted some learned 
I should come and tell you that , *• 

counsel. , 'K'pntfli could notbe arrested; 

407. You sav there was a general impressi - . o impression, 

that there was a Barliameiilary privilege ?-V<.s. r 

383- ' 



Mr. 1C. Co.f. 



9 Ajirit 11^53. 
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Mr. W. Cox. 408. And vou were sharp enough to find out there was not? — I did find it out 
at all events. 

9 April 1853. 40c) About not giving notice ; I suppose if you are going to arrest anybody, it is 

not usual to give notice, is it? — No, because it is generally the very thing that 
will prevent your succeeding in doing it. 

410. We all know it is not very peculiar for any one gentleman, and that for 
40 days the sheriff’s officers were active, during that period of time ; you probably 
know that'? — I do not know that. 

411. You have searched the judgment roll, and you say w henever satisfaction 
appeared on the judgment roll, of course you got it from the office copy r — Yes. 

412. You have also got a certificate, which my friend cross-examined you to, 
from the “ Registrar of Judgments,” ofjudginents existing?— It is “Tor judgments, 
revivals, decrees, rules and orders, recoguizances and Crown bonds, judgments 
at the suit of the Crowm, statutes, redocketed recognizances and Crown Bonds, 
lis pendens, inquisitions, acceptances of office, and civil bill decrees for poor rates 
registered or re-registered against William Keogh.” 

413. You were not aware that there was any place where you could find a 
register of mere satisfaction ofjudginents? — No. 

414. Is there anything of that sort in this country at all ? — The judgment itself 
wiien satisfied shows tlie satisfaction, the Register of Judgments ; it is always 
marked ; there is a stamp put against it. 

415. And, as it were, cancelled ? -Cancelled. 

416. With regard to the register, my friend has referred to the Act, and you 
have stated that you had considerable experience in Irish transactions relating to 
real property, when in Mr. Groom’s office ? — Yes, 1 saw a great deal of it. 

417. And not only in cases of fruucl, but in every case vvliere there is a sub- 
sequent deed, if that subsequent deed is registered, it takes priority to that which 
is not registered ? — Yes. 

418. And, as far as your experience w'ent, every deed wns registered in Ireland ? 
— Every deed that we had to do with. 

419. By Mr. James^ Did you ever register a deed in your life ? — Yes. 

420. In Dublin? — No, not in Dublin; when we have deeds in England refer- 
ring to Irisli property, there is an office in London where you do all that is neces- 
sary for the registration of that deed, in Southampton-buildings ; the proper 
affidavits, the examination of the papers, is made in Chancery-lane or bouth- 
ampton-buildings, and the memorial is sent over to Ireland. 

421. By Mr. Smith.'] As far as you know% was that done in every case where - 
vou had to do with an Irish deed in Mr. Groom’s office? — Yes, every case; I 
never knew it omitted. 

422. With regard to Fenton ; do yon know that he was at Athlone during the 
election ? — He has told me .so. 

Mr. James wished to know whether it was proposed to show the amounts 
for which the judgments which had been referred to were satisfied. 

Mr. Smith stated that they proposed to go on with their evidence, and at 
the conclusion be should sum it up. 

Mr. James wished the other side to be aware that he should contend that 
they were bound to show which of the judgments had been satisfied. 

[Adjourned till Twelve o’clock on Monday. 



Luna, 
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Luna:, 11 '* dit Aprilis, 1863 . 



THOMAS WILLIAM BRAMSTON, ESQ., in the Chair. 



fV. Keogh, 



THE Names of the Members were called over ; all present. April 1853. 

Mr. Montngue Smith stated, there having been, on _ Saturday last, a 
question with reference to the production of the Register of Voters at 
Athlone, the petitioner was in this position : that the proper officer was m 
London and had received a warrant to bring all the proper books and 
reaisters with him, but the register had not been brought. In the view the 
Counsel for the petitioner took of the case, they felt it was unnecessary to 
annlv for an adiournment of the Committeefor the production of the register, 
arthe part of the case to which the production of the register applied, tos, 
that the declaration of qualification made by Mr. Keogh at the time of the 
election was not a proper declaration ; but inasmuch as no notice was given 
to the electors at the time of the election, that the decimation of qualification 
made at the time of the election was bad. the only effect of its being bad 
would be to void the election, and would not entitle the petitioner to the seat 
and at present the seat was vacant in consequence of the appointrnent of 
Mr Keogh to the office of Solicitor-general for Ireland ; and theiefore he 
fMr Sinfth) was now prepared to sum up the evidence on the other part 
of the case, which would entitle Mr. Lawes to claim the seat, on the groun 
tilt Mr. Keogh had no actual qualification at the time of the election. The 
eame .1 Counsel proceeded to sum up the evidence m support of the question 
hat Ml kLo- 1, Ld no qualification at the time of the e ection reserving for 
sfbseqimnt consideratio„\lie question as to the notice of quahhcat.on to the 
electors, and the right of Mr. Lawes to the seat. ^ ^ 

Mr. Iliiddlestone was heard to open the case on the part of Mr. Keogh. 

William Keogh, Esquire, a Member of the House, sworn, and Examined 
by Mr. Meagher, as follows. 

423. HAVE you examined the list of judgments produced, as affecting your 

estate, on Saturday ?— Yes, I have. instance, what was 

424. Can you state to the Committee m g nenalties? — As I 

the\lal sum secured by those j 11^ 

took them down, I may be inaccurate , m ’ excluded ? — Ves, certainly ; 

,425. Is tlie one where the name was S Ated is excluded also ; 

and an English judgment also on wucr my mentioned in Maude’s 

that is not included in this calculation. I ™ 

judgment ; but I am not the person ^ , calculated it, what was 

426. On those judgments for 9,071 1 . as. 1 1 o., » y 

t::X mthTpt:: l,e had paid to the different creditors. 

Mr. Andrews was heard in reply. 

Mr. Meagher stated he would put the question in a different ornm 
4.27. By Mr. 

420. By Mr. Andrews.'] For what sum . 4 Po,. 

383. 
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U', Es<|. 430. For vvliat does it ajipear there? — Four hundred pounds sterlinsi ; it is a 

judgment lor 400 1 . lor the National Bank, and is in the name of Mr. Fitzsimon, 
“ who is the public officer of the bank ; there are two judgments of the National 

M pii 1 ,0. Bank, one lor poo ?. and the Other for 400/. 

431 . This is on a bond for 400/. ? — Yes. 

43-2. Bv Mr. Meagher. Is there any sum whatever now due upon that bond, or 
have yon paid that judgment r — 

Mr. Anclreivu objected to the question, submitting that all that could be 
asked was as to wh-at sum of money had been paid in respect of that judg- 
ment. 

Mr. Meagher was heard in support of his right to put the question. 

Mr. Andrews replied. 

The Chairman stated the Committee were of opinion that tlie question 
ought to be asked, AVIiat sum was paid on the judgment? 

433 - Ly Mr. Meagher.'] I now put those tw'o judgments in }our hands, Mr. 
Keogh; they appear to be for 1,300?., in the name of Mr. I’itzsiinon for the 
National Bank; what sum has been paid on the foot of those two judgments? — 
£■ 77(3. 

434. When was that sum paid ? — £-505 was paid immediately on demand in 
the month of April last (1 S53), in Dublin ; the remainder portion was paid some- 
where about )S5i ; I cannot exactly state the lime, but long previous to the lust 
election. 

435. There was only 505/. due in Mai'ch last? — That is so. 

43(3. Do you now produce the certificate of satisfaction from the proper officer 
of those two judgments: — I do; these are the certificates signed by the proper 
officer; they are the original certificates signed by the proper officer, and from 
the proper office, and they are both in the same form except they are for different 
amounts; the words are, “ IJpon search made in the Master's Office of Her Majesty's 
Court of Queen’s Bench in Ireland, I find that Christopher Filzsiracn, of Glan- 
cuUen ” 

437. By Mr. Awdrerw.] Did yon examine those yourself r — Certainly not ; the 
Act which makes this evidence is an English Act. 

Mr. Andreios was heard to object to the evidence without its being shown 
under what Act of Parliament ilie certificates were admissible, and without 
further proof. 

Mr. Huddlestone supported the right to produce the certificates in evidence 
upon the 14 & 1.5 Viet. s. 14. 

The Chaiwian stated the Committee were of opinion they miglit be ad- 
mitted as evidence. 

[The Certificates were handed 'in, and were as follows .-] 

On search made in the Master’s Office of Her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench in 
Ireland, I find that Christoulier Fitzsimon, of Glancujlen, in the-county of Dublin, Esq., 
one of the public officers of the society or co-partnership called the National Bank of Ireland, 
did, as of Hilary Term 1849 , obtain judgment in the same Court against V\ illiam Keo<’)i, 
of Upper Mount-street, in the city of Dublin, Esq., xi. p., for the sum of 400 /. steriins, 
debt, besides costs ; and I further find that satisfaction has since been entered upon tile 
record of said judgment, which I certify this 1st day of April 1853 . 

(signed) Jas. A. Hamilton. 

On search made in the Master’s Office of Her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench in 
Ireland, 1 find that Christopher Fitzsimon, of Glancullen, in the county of .Dublin, one of 
the public officeis of tlie National Bank of Ireland, did, as of Hilary Term 1849 , obtain 
judgment in the same Court against Wiiliam Keogh, of Upper Mount-street, in the’citv of 
Dubiin, Esq., M.P., for the sum of 000 /. sterling, debt, besides costs ; and I further find 
that satisfaction has since been entered upon the record of said judgment, which I certify 
this 1st day of April 1853 . 

(signed) Jas. A. Hamilton. 

438. By Mr. Afeagher.] Now that we have shown the judgments were sali.sficd, 

did you make any other payment for the purpose of that satisfaction except the 
sum that you have mentioned since the election ?— Certainly not; I never made 
iiny other payment since the election 10 satisfy that judgment. 

439. By the CmnmiitK.\ You mean except the 505^.?— Yes; and I paid that 

505/. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




ON THE ATHLONE ELECTION PETITION. 



25 



505/. under these circumstances, whicli I trust the Committee will allow me to H'. Kecoh,E<>c.. 
state. Mr. Maliony, who was attorney for the bank, called upon me about five 

o'clock in the day, and he informed me the bank imsistecl on being paid their money ; ; 

I told Mr. Maliony it was then five o’clock, and I wished him to call on me at " ^®53- 

any hour between i I and 12 on the following morning and he should be paid, 
and I paid liim in bank notes on the following morning the amount that be claimed, 
havino had no previous intimation whatever of any kind as to its being necessary, 
or that I should be required to pay the money. 

440. B\' Mr. Meag/itr.'] Do you [irotluce the certificate of the proper officer 
of the satisfaction of Mr. Steintan'sjndgment for 1 ,000 /. ? — I do ; the full amount 
of that judginent was paid either in the latter part of the year 1 850 or the begin- 
ning of (he year 18.51. 

441. It is now satisfied r — Yes. 

442. Was it since the election that was satisfied ? — Certainly not. 



Mr. j^iidreivs siibmilted the question should be put as to what sum had 
actually been paid. 

443- By Mr. Meagher.'] What sum, in point of fact, did you pay for that?— 
The si^mount jiaid was 500 L, and some small interest wliich had accrued upon the 
principal; and that judgment was satisfied before the election in full. 

444. B\ the Conwiittee.] It was a penal bond?— Yes; T may mention as regards 
the entry of satisfaction, there is not in Ireland one judgment out of' 500 that ever 
appears satisfied upon the record ; the only case in which satisfaction is entered 
upon the record is when the proprietor of the property seeks to borrow money, 
in which case he must clear up the title by showing those judgments satisfied on 
record - it is not done in practice except in those cases, because it involves m 
everv case an expense of 3 1 . or 4 and I should never have entered satisfaction 
on the record on any one of these judgments but for the purpose of this Com- 
mittee or unless I required it, as in the rase I mentioned, to dear the title ; be ore 
1 pass from that judgment, 1 may state, the circumstances in connexion with it 
must have been known to Mr. Cox, because he boasted he would have me arrested 



on that iuclgmcnt. ^ ^ , , , . * j 

445. By the Committee.'] Do you know that?— I understand he so slated to 

Mr. Mahony. 

The aminimn stated, if necessary, Mr. Mahony must be called to prove 
that, and it was not otherwise evidence. 

[The Certificate WM handed in, and was m follows :] 

Maurice Steinun, of No. 15, Ceeihslreet, in the county of 
Middlesex . - - - - ~ ' J 

Tnhn Green of Grenville, in (he county of Kilkenny, Esn.. M. p-n 

Ld%VilUam Keogh, of Kenville, in tlie county of Wlcklow,|DEFE^ da ^T.. 

Esq., M. P- 

aforesaid. 



Dated this 1st day of April i853. 



(signed) W. L. Cooper. 



440. Do you produce the certificate of the satisfaction of Mr. Smith’s jodc- 

[It was handed in^ and was as follows .'i 
John Chirks Smith, of Hanipton-lerrace, in the city of Ensto!,) 

TfS™ ?Te»y»,of 57, Upper Mount-streeUi. the city of 

dantm Her Majesty B Court dV ap^ar. Now I do hereby certify that 

costs, a.s by the vecoids of the iudo-ment for the debt and costs 

satisfaction is acknowledged on the record of the said judgment toi me 

aforesaid. 

Dated this 3Ist day April 1853. (signed) IT. X. Cooper. 
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447. By the Commilteei^ How much is this? — £. i,ooo. It is a judgment to 
Lieutenant-colonel Smith for i,ooo/. ; Lieutenant-colonel Smith was my co- 
security to the National Bank for those two other judgments, to the extent of 
500 1. That 1,000/. judgment was given as an indemnity to him to protect him 
from the consequences of those other judgments ; they were for one and the same 
transaction, and no money payment lias been made upon the foot of it, but it 
was instantiv sati.shed on demand. There was no money payment made on the 
foot of it, and none was paid ; and I am in a position to state, of my own know- 
ledge, it was known to my opponent, because I have it under the l)aud of his 
agent, and 1 am going to put iu the letter ; at the last election for Athlone, 
Dr. Lemprierc, a Doctor of Civil Law, and who is a barrister in the Inner Temple, 
acted as condiiciitig or managing agent for Mr. Lawes, and on the iith of 
October he wrote ihe letter wliich I luive now in ray hand, and it was addressed 
to Lieutenant-colonel Sinitli. 

Mr. Smith was lieard to object to the letter being produced in evidence. 

Mr. James submitted, that the letter should be shown to the Committee 
for the purpose of enabling them to arrive at a conclusion, whether it was 
within the scope of the authority of Dr. Lempriere, as agent for Mr. 
Lawes. 

Mr. Si7iith contended he had a right to make the objection before the 
letter was shown to the Committee, and contended that, in the first place, no 
proof had been given of Dr. Lempriere's agency; and in the second place, 
it was irrelevant to the inquiry. 

Mr. James was heard to support his right to produce the letter. 

The Chairman stated, the Committee wished to see the letter. 

The lVitnessi\ There are three letters from the same person, relating to 
the same transaction. They are Mr. Lempriere’s letters. 

[The three Letters were handed to the Committee.'] 

448. By the Committee.] Who are they directed to ? — To Lieutenant-colonel 
Smith ; and similar letters were sent to every person to whom I was supposed to 
owe a shilling in the world ; I have got them here. 

The Chairman stated, tlie Committee were of opinion they could not 
admit the letters, as they did not appear relevant to the inquiry. 

449. By Mr. Meaghei'.] Michaelmas Term 1848, John Langan, 218/. Do 
you produce the certificate of satisfaction at the suit of Langan, for 21 8 1. ? — Yes, 
I do. 

450. V’as that satisfied before or since the election /—Long before. 

451. By Mr. A^tdrews.] Did you pay that? — I did, and in 1851. 

452. hy the Committee.] What sum was paid? — The sum paid was 109/., 
being the full amount. 

[The Cei'tificate was handed hi, and was as follows ;] 

John Langan, of North-street in the city of Dublin, 



William Keogh, late of Mountjoy-square, in the city x,-, 

Dublin, Esq. 

Wheeeas the Plaintiff did, as of Michaelmas Term 1848, obtain a judgment against 
the Defendant in Her Majesty’s Court of Common Pleas in Ireland, for the sum of 218 1 . 
debt, besides costs, as by the records of the same Court doth appear. Now I do hereby 
certify that satisfaction is acknowledged on the record of the said judgment for the debt 
and costs aforesaid. 

Dated this 2d day of April 1853. 

(signed) Charles Granby BurTte- 

453. By Mr. Meagher.] Do you produce the certificate of the satisfaction of 
judgment at the suit of M‘Dermott, for 200 1. ? — I do. The date of the judgment 
is Michaelmas 1848; the amount of the judgment was 200 Z. ; the sum secured 
was 1 00 1. 

454. Did 
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454. Did you pay any pan of ihat since the election? — I did, since the A'eo^A, Esq. 

election. m. p, 

455. How much ? — £. 50. 

456. That judgment was satisfied by payment of 50/. since the election? iiApriliS^s. 

That judgment was satisfied by p<iyment of ,50?. before the election, and by pay- 

nient of 50 1 . since the election, and neither I, nor any other person on my behalf, 
ever paiii any greater sum on foot of it, and no greater sum was due. 

[The Certyicate iva-s handed in, and was as follows .•] 

“On search made in the Master’s Office of Her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench 
in Ireland, I find that Charles Joseph McDermott, of ^■o, 3, Wicklow-street, Dublin, mer- 
chant tailor, did, as of Michaelmas Term 1848, obtain judsD)ont iu the same court as 
against William Keogh, of Upper Mount-street, in the city’of Dublin, Esq., Barrister, 

M. P. for the Borough of Atliloiie, for the sum of 200 1 . debt, besides costs ; and I further 
find that satisfaction has since been entered upon the record of the said judgment, which 
I certify this 1st day of April 1853. 

(signed) Jns. A. Hamilton. 

4,57. Do you produce a certificate of satisfaction of the judgment at the suit 
of Matthews for 87 1 1 s. d d., recovered in Hilary 1 853, that is since the election, 

and not existing at the time at allr — Yes; this Judgment of 87/. iis. 8cf. was 
paid by me in full since the election. 

458. By the Committee.'] Was the judgment of the date stated by the petition, 
which was February 1851 ? — It was. It was the sum due at the time of tlie elec- 
tion ; I think this is for the revival of the judgment. 



[The Certificate xvas handed in, and was as follows ;] 

John Matthms, of Saville-row, Regent-street, in the county ofi 

Middlesex, in that part of the United Kingdom of Great | Plaintiff. 

Britain and Ireland called England, woollen-draper - -J 

A'eeg/i, of the city of Dublin, M. p. - - - - Defundakt. 

Whereas the plaintiff’ did, as of Hilary Term 1853, obtain a judgment against the defen- 
dant in Her Majesty’s Court of Exchequer in Ireland, for the sum of 87 7. 11 s. 8 d. debt, 
besides costs, as by the records of the same Court doth appear; now I do hereby certify 
that satisfaction is acknowledged on the record of the said judgment for the debt and 
costs aforesaid. 

Dated this 1st day of April 1853. 

(signed) W. L. Cooper. 

459. Hilary 1851, Henry Brooker, 59 ?. 15 1 £?.?— This is satisfaction on that 

judgment, and the lull amount of that was paid by me long before the election. 

[The Certificate was handed in, caid was as follows : ] 

On search made in the Master’s Office of Her Majesty’s Court of Queen s Bench in Ire- 
land, I. find that Henry Brooker, of No, 14, Lowndes-street Belgrave-square, London, 
lodoins-housekeener, did, as of Hilary Term 1851, obtain judgment in the same Court 
against William Keogh, of No. 8, Middle Gardiner-street Dublin, Esq., m.p., for the sum 
of 59/. 155. 1 d. sterling, damages and expenses, besides costs ; and i 
satisfaction has since heln entered upon the record of said judgment, which I certify this 
24th day of March 1853. (signed) Jas. A. Hamilton. 

460. By the. Committee.] On the judgment there was a note it was satisfied on 
the 24th of March this year l-That is the date of the entry of satisfaction. I 

am now referring to the time of payment. r • - • j • +1 d 

461 . By Mr. Andrews:] The entries of dates of satistaction do not give the da.e 
of [niyment?— No ; I am giving the date of payment. 

Mr. Huddkstone observed, tliat Mr. Keogh had already stated to the Com- 
mittee that the entries of satisfaction had been made in conseqnence ot the 
demand liaving been made upon him, but that satisfaction had taken place 
antecedently. 

The WUness.] I stated to the Committee distinctly, t should never have 

entered satisfaction ; and I conceive ,t to be wholly 

One reason which innuencetl me in 



so except for these circumstances. 



en,tering'the satisfaction also was this' : as to the judgment wlnct^I was 
ur 

.383- 



underrif'th"at liad'been satisfied, the man bad no claim in the world upon me^ 
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and he would not have done it. That judgment standing out showed that it 
they could find parties base enough to bribe others to do an illegal act, that 
they may use it for that purpose. 

462. By Mr. Meagher.'] The next is the one at the suit of Mr. Hesseltine for 
2,000/.? — That is the amount of that judgment. 

463. Do you produce the certiiicate of satisfaction of that judgment ? I do. 

464. Was that fudgment satisfied in fact before or alter the election ? Tliat 
judgment was satisfied in fact. 

465. Do you put in the entry of satisfaction ? — Yes. 

466. By Mr. That judgment is now satisfied r — Yes. 

467. By ihe Conwiittee.] What amount has been paid on that since the 
election ? — No amount whatever has been paid on the foot of that judgment since 
the election. 

[// is handed marked (K.), and is as follows :] 

Oil search made in the Master’s Office of Her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench in 
Ireland, I find that Samuel Richard Heseltine, of Enfield, in the county of Middlesex, 
Esquire, did, as of Trinity Terra 1843 , obtain judgment in the same Court against William 
Keogh, of Mountjoy-squai-e West, in the City of Dublin, now residing at 14 , Wiiton-street, 
Eaton-square, in the county of Middlesex, in England, Esquire, m.p., for the sum of 2 , 000 /. 
sterling, debt, besides costs ; and I further find that satisfaction hath since been entered 
upon the record of said judgment, which I certify this 6th day of April 1853 . 

(signed) Jas. A, Hamilton. 

468. The next is Mr. Racine; that is not satisfied on the record being ii small 
amount ?— No, it is not. 

469. Was that sum paid ? — 1 paid that sum myself before the election. It 
uould cost 3/. or 4/. to enter the satisfaction on the record. That is 18/. 10s. 

470. By the Committee.] And was satisfied before the election ? — Yes, long. 

471. By Mr. Meagher.] The next is Mr. Machin ? — That was also paid yeais 
ago. 

472. Eighteen pounds? — ^Yes. Those are not penalties; they are the full 
amount; there is no certificate of that; it was paid years ago. 

473. Have you the certificate of the satisfaction of a judgment of Joseph 
Cowper for 15b/. 2s. 4</. ? — Yes, I produce it. 

474. What sum was paid on the foot of that judgment since the election ? — 
I should sav about 50/. ; I cannot give the e.xact amount ; since the election there 
was about 50/. paid ; it was paid by my solicitor. 

475. Was that paid in full r — Yes, it is now paid in full. 

[// is handed in, marked (L.), and is as follows ;] 

Joseph Cowper, oi Anglesea-6treet,'in the city of Dublin, mer- 1 _ plaintiff 



William Keoyli, of Upper Mount-street, in the city of Dublin,"! ^ 

Member of Parliament - 
Examined, Thomas Stuart. 

Whereas the PlaintiiF did, as of Hilary Term 1849, obtain a judgment against the 
Defendant in Her Majesty’s Court of Common Pleas in Ireland, for the sum of 156/. 2s. Ad., 
debt, besides costs, as by the records of the same Court doth appear. Now I do hereby 
certify that saiisfactiou is ackno%vledged on the record of the said judgment for the debt and 
costs’aforesaid. 

Dated this 0th day of April 1863 . 

(signed) CKas. Granby Burke. 

476. The next is Henry Brewster Warren Darley ; what is the amount? — 
£. 1,000. I have no certificate of satisfaction ; it is not satisfied. 

477. Is that Michaelmas 1844? — Yes. 

478. By the Committee.] Has anything been paid upon it? — Yes; it is a 
judgment for 1,000/. for the debt of another person, for whom I am security. 

479. By Mr. Andrews.] That has not been paid 1 — I will explain in a moment. 
It was a debt that I was surety for another person for. At the time of the 
election there were 300/. due on the foot of it, and that is all. 

450. By Mr. Meagher.] How much has been paid on it? — There has been 
paid on the foot of it about 250/. 

451. By Mr. Andrews^ Have you paid it yourself ? — Yes. 

482. By 
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482. Ey Mr. Meaghei\'\ Has any of that been paid since the election? — Cer- 
tainly not. There was due at the time of the election about 300 1 . ; I cannot 
speak to the exact figures, and the interest which has accrued since. 

Mr. Aneb’ews suggested the only proof ought to be what was actually 
paid. 

The Chairman staled that only could be received as evidence. 

483. By Mr. Meagher.l In reference to that judgment, you say you were 
surely for another person? — Yes. 

484. Was that a person of property sufficient to discharge the judgment him- 
self? — Certainly. 

485. The next is Woodroofer — The next I have on the list is Richard 
Woodroofe. 

486. Three hundred ami sixty pounds? 

The Chainnan stated that a judgment in favour of such a person as 
Richard Woodroofe had not been proved. 

Mr. Andrews stated the only charge they had was of a William Wood- 
roofe. 



The Witness.'] As to William Woodroofe, 200 Z. I have paid interest due on 
ihat judgment; the original sum remains due, 100/., and was at the time of the 
election ; or, I may say, the judgment as it originally stood remained, whatever 
it was. 

487. At the time you passed that bond, what sum were you indebted in to 
Mr. Woodroofe? — £. 100; and I never owed him anything else. 

488. The next I ask you about is Mr. Carpenter ; at tlie time of the passing 
of this bond, what sum were you indebted to Mr. Carpenter? — £. 190. 

480. By the Committee.] What has been paid? — Nothing has been paid e.xcept 
interest of that. In that case I may also say I was surety for another person. 
The next is George Brown ; it is a judgment for 185 ?• ; it is not due or payable 
at present. 

490. By Mr. Andrews?^ That must appear by the judgment'— I think the 
Judgment will show it. 

491. Does it? — No, it does not, I find. 

492. By the Chairman^] That was not satisfied? — The judgment is not satis- 
fied, nor is it yet payable; the time fixed for the payment lias not come; .and for 
my own satisfaction, I think it right to say I was also there surety for another 

Tlie next is Mr. Campbell i-Mr. Campbell has a judgment for 

494. Do you produce the certificate of the satisfaction of that judgment ? 

495. MHiat sum was paid on the foot of it since the election ?— No sum paid 

■on the foot of’ it since the election. . i *• <> 

496. Then that satisfaction was in reference to payment prior to the election . 

— Certainly. 

[/i is katided in, marhed (M.), and is asfoU(fws ;] 

John Campbell and George Campbell, both of Plaintifps 

in the city of Dublin, trading under the style and firm of|FLAiNTiFPs. 
John and George Campbell " 

William Keogh, of Monntjoy-square, in the city of Dahhn, 

Member of Parliament 

Upon search made in the Master's Office of Her Majesty's f. 

Ireland, I find satisfaction entered upon the record of a judgment 

as of Easier Term 1948, for the sum of 3031. Us. debt, besides costs; which I certily 
■this 2d day of April 1853. Cios. Grarib, Barhe. 

407. The next is V. G. Thornhill, 91 /. . 0 3. ?-Tl,at ^was due. and is due 
4oi The next is Joyce, Easter 1 852, 100 1 . ; does that remain due?-Yes , that 
is a judgment for which I never received a penny consideration. 

383. D 3 



JF. Keiiff/i, Es*|. 

M, P. 



11 April 1853. 
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499, By the Committee.'] Is it still owing:— It is still owing as much as ever 
it WU.S ; ot' coarse it is owing. 

Mr. Huddlestmie observed, that that judgment was since Rumilly’s Act. 

500. Bv Mr. Meagher.] The nest I ask you about, is one at the suit of Cope- 

land ; what sum did you owe at the time of passing ot that secuiity . As to that 
secm’ity, there were 41^^- 6''- P"" account of it previously l ot 

by rae.^ There were 42 I. 17 s. 6 rf. paid on account of tins debt beioie the 

''°5o“"'Bv the Committee.] How much was owing ?— There was only go 1 . owing ; 
it was not' my debt, and therefore the money was paid iiy the person whose debt 

502! By Mr. Meagher.] Do you produce the certificate of satisfaction of 

judgment "at die suit of Mr. Buike for 217 I.?— Ves. 

yoq. Was any sum of money paid on foot of that judgment since the election 
—No sum of money was paid, hot I think it right to say, that it was satisfied 

''‘504.''Vtawa; owing at the election ?-The foil an, mint was owing at the 
election ; I am not liable to it; it is discharged, but I have not paid any money 
on ihu foot of it. In fact, it was a juilgment obtained i the original transaction 
had been a bill ; that hill was handed up to me before the election ; the judgment 
itself remained outstanding ; no payment has been made on the foot ot it ; but it 
was satisfied on demand. 



[It is banded in, marked (M.)j ond is as follows 

Ok .earcli miidu in the Mater’s Office of Her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench, in 
Ireland, I find that Walter Joseph Bourke of Westport, county ot_ Mayo, Esquire, did, as 
of Hilary Term 1349, obtain judo-nient in the same Court, against Williain Keogii, ot 
Wiiton-slrect, Belgm.e-sijuare, London, M.P., in the auin of 217/. sterling, debt, besides 
costs • and I further find that satisfaction hath since been entered upon tlie record of said 
judgment, which 1 certify this Otl, day of April 1853, 



505. The next I nsk you, is Mr. Tilly. He is a geiitlemim who, I believe, is 

now dead ? — Yes. i • • i 

506. Prior to tlie election was that judgment paid r— Cevtiuiily, U was paid 
before the election, in full. 

507. Was that the original security handed up to you when it was paid . 

This is the original security handed to my solicitor. — [It was produced] ^ 

1^08. The next I ask you about is, the Dundalk Rmlway, 25b/. os. ^ d.: 

It is a judgment for culls for shares. Previous to the election those shares 
were transfi-ned in the books of the company to the credit of the company ; 
and the claim of the company on me then ceased, and previous to the election. 

50Q. That is Michaelmas 1S50 ; and prior to the election, yon hail salisned that 
judgment by the transfer of shares to the company?— I will ^plain tins : i 
communicated with one of the directors of the company for Richard Bakei, 
and he went to the company and had those shares transferred in the books 
out of my name, and he tolifine then the company had no further claim upon 
me, and they have never applied since to me. I do not consider it any 
incumbrance upon me, either personally or upon my property. 

510. By tlie Committee.] Were they considered perfected on account ot not 
being paid up? — The word “ perfecting” is the word in the Act; they go through 
a certain process to accomplish that; they must serve you with certain notices, 
and after a certain time they are forfeited; whether that was done in this case 
I cannot say ; I rather think it was not. The private transaction took 
hetwern roc and one of the directors of the company, and very lately I asked 
him whether anything w'ould come up against me on those shares at .any future 
time, and he said no. That is the entire nature of the transaction, and the Com- 
mittee can deal with it as they like. 

511. As a lawyer, you would hardly consider yourself as free from liability on 
those shares ? — I do not suppose I would be free from legal liability ; but I con- 
sider, if I filed a bill in Chancery, I could restrain them from suing on the foot 
of the judgment. 

512. Legallv you would be liable? — In a court of law, but not in a coui't of 
equity ; at the* same time, I am quite free to say it is quite possible that another 

interpretation 
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interpretation mijilit be put upon it, and tliat I might be held liable. If you held W. Keogh, ~Esf\. 
me liable for the shares, you have the right lo'givc me credit for the value of =''•*’• 

them, and those siiaves would be, at the present moment, witliin 50 Z. or do/, of 

the full amount of the judgment. ” ii?53- 

513. Only tlicy are not put in the qmdificadou ? — No, 

514. Has that 256 been satisfied on record ?— Certainly not, not on record ; 
if it were .so, lliere would be an end to the ([ueslion. 

5 * 5 - Butler’s is 1^53, since the tdeciion, and we need not 

trouble you with tluit ; but wlielher it « us before the election, or since tlie elec- 
tion, has it been paid? — It lias. 

516. It was recovered since the election, and has been paid since the election? 

— Yes it bas ; that is since the eicclion •dhogether. 

517. Be kind enough to inform the Committee what is the total of the suras 
paid since the election ? — I may be wrting to a trifling matter, 805?. ips. 2d. 

I make it ; that includes a judgment whicli i.s not in the list, mid it iloes not 
include that last judgment, wliicli is after tlie reuirn. 

518. Wliat was the sum due at the time of the election '? — The entire sum, 
excluding the 18.5 1 ., «hich is not due yet, as I menlioned, but was a dthitum at 
the time of the election ; there was at the time of my election due altogether, 

1,799/. 5s. 5<-/. 

51 9. And, as against that, the payment of 80,5 /. has been made since? — Yes. 

.520. That does not affect the qualification at the time ? — Under the Act of 
Parliament, not a sixpence aflects the qualification. 

y2i. Are those the declarations made by you at the time of your election for 
Athlone ?— They are. 

522. Were they made at the dates at which they appear? — I will state the 
dates the election took place on the 9th of July ; that was the nomination-day ; 
the I2th was the polling; ilicre is an intervening day in Ireland between the 
polling and the nomination, and there was also a Sunday in this case; the nomi- 
nation'" look place on the 9th of July ; and on that same day, as mentioned in the 
certificate of tlm magistrates, at 10 minutes after one of the clock of the afternoon, 

I made a declaration, which 1 now hol<l in my hand; I was rather particular 
aliout the tinu; ; 1 made it at 10 minutes after one of the clock in the afternoon, 
before William Henry Morgan, Justice of the Peace for the county of West- 
meath. and Mr. MfU’giin is a Member of the House. On the 9th of July, the 
same clay, for l easons which tlie Committee may surmise, I made another declara- 
tion before Mr. Oliver Grace, the Member fur the county of Roscommon, and 
also a magistrate, and then present at the election, in the same words, word 
for word. On the 12th of July, on the clay of the polling, not havin-i much 
to do, I made anotlicr declaration before Mr. Fitzstephen Ffrencb, the Member 
for the county of Uoscornmon ; and I then told the clerk who was near roe to 
prepare a couple of dozen copies of the declaration, in order that 1 might be 
armed for the parties. 



ITheth-ee Dedantlions-werehautledin; ami the Dedaration before Mr. Morgan 
is as follows .•] 

I, William Keogh, do solemnly and sincerely declare, that I am, to the best of my know- 
ledge and belief, duly qualified to be elected as a Member ot theHcvuseof Commons, 
according to the true intent and meaning of the .let passed in the .second year of the reign 
of Queen Victoria, intituled. “An Act to amend the Laws relating to the Qualificatioa of 
Members to serve in Parliament;” and that my qualification to be so elected doth arise 
out of an annuity for 6OO/. a year, chargeable upon and issuing out of the Jaiids ot Kilgloss 
Castle, Quarter Bober and Church Quarter, situate in the parish of Coshlea and barony 
of Coshlea and county of Limerick! and out of an annuity ot loOL a year chained on the 
lands ofDanally, Pctcrswoll.Drnnneen.Knockwillan, sduate m the par.sh of Killthomas, 

Larmry of Killavton and Louehrea and county of Galway ! and also out of one otter annuity 
or yearly rentoharge of 300 f. a year, arising out of and chargeable on the lands Knock- 
tubber, in the barony of Clanmorris and Costello, or one of them, the county ol Mayo 
ami the lands of Rahooii, in the parish of Eahoon, and county ol the town of Galway ; and 
which several annuities I liold for terms of lives still m being. 

Dated this Otll July 1862. (>iS”ed) William Keogh. 

Sworn and taken before me, this 8th July 1862 , at Athlone, in the county of Westmeath, 
at 10 minutes alter one of the clock in the afternoon, 

(signed) W. H. Morgan, Justice of the Peace 
for the said County. 

383. ' D 4 523- Althougli 
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ff'. Keoi/i. Esq. 523. AUhoU'ih you made those declarations, were you, in fact, furnished with 
M. 1-. any sum of money, or any fee in reference to the declaration '.^—Certainly not ; 

and the Act requires that the parties should furnish me, with each notice, a sum 

April 1^53. of 5 j., or that it should be paid to somebody; nevertheless, I made the declara- 
tion. 

Mr; Huddlestone inquired if it w as admitted the Petitioner had given notice 
to Mr. Keogh to produce his deeds. 

Mr. Andreti}$ staled that he did. 

The Witness. I w-as served with the Speaker’s warrant, calling on me to produce 
u'.y deeds, and I have them here ready to produce. 

524. Bv Mr. Meagher.'] Look at that document, and tell me vvl-.ether that is 

one of the deeds in reference to which you qualified ? — Yes, it is ; it is bearing 
dat e the 1 gth of July 1 ^47 ; it is a deed' granting me an annuity, and the grantors 
are my father and mother. _ ... 

525. AVhat is the amount of the annuity .' — The amount of the anniut)' is 300 '• 
for my own life ; It was granted to me in anticipation of my standing for the 
borough of Athlone in 1 847 ; it is executed by rny father and mother ; the pro- 
perty '^is mv mother’s; it is property situated in the county of the town of 
Galway, and situated also, another part, in the county of Mayo. 

52b. Do you know the property yourselfl — I know the property myself; it has 
been in my mother’s family for generations; they must have been well aware of 
it ; the documents tltey have here mention it ; I am a registered 50 /. freeholder 
in virtue of that qualification, in the county of the town of Galway. 

527. ^Fere you called on the grand jury ? — Yes, I vvas. 

[The Deed was handed i?;.] 

52S. Do vou now produce the deed relating to the 150?. rentcharge mentioned 
in your declaration of qualification ? — I do. 

[The Deed was produced.] 

529. State the particulars of that deed ? — It is a grant of a life estate of 200 /. 
a year ; the value of the land stated to be of -200 /. a year, for the life of Richard 
Charles M'Nevin. 

330. Is that gentleman living r — Yes, he is. 

531. What age is he? — Thiriv-five years of age; he wa.s a schoolfellow of 
mine, and we are the same age. 

532. What were tiie land.s ? — The lands conveyed by the deed are “ all that 
the town farms and lands of Dunally, Peterswell, Drunneen, Knockwillan, situate 
in the parish of Killthomas, barony of Killarton and Loughrea, and county of 
Galway.” 

533' Are those the same lands as those mentioned in the declaration ? — They 
are the same lamls as those mentioned in the declaration. 

534. Have you been in the receipt of the rent of those lands? — I have been 
paid the amount of this annuity; it is the conveyance of a life estate; it was 
arranged it was to stand as an annuity of 150?. a year at the time ; I have been 
paid the full amount of that annuity since the execution of the deed. 

53,<). The date of the deed r — The dale of tlie deed is the 26tli of July 1847. 

536. Do you now produce the third enrolment referred to in your declaration, 
creating a rentcharge of 600^. a year? — Ido; tliis is the third; 600/. a year 
rentcharge. , 

537. State to the Committee the date ? — It is dated the 26th of June 1852. 

338. Made to vou? — Made to me. 

.539. By Mr. Corcoran ? — Yes. 

540. By Mr. Andrews.] He is the grantor? — Yes, and obtained by me in 
anticipation of the coming election. 

541. By Mr. Aleagher.] Was that in anticipation of your being a candidate for 
a county ? — It was ; it requires fioo 1 . a year qualification. 

542. Have you, since the execution of that deed, actually received the gale of 
that annuity? — Yes, I have; it is Goo/, a year; the gale day is the day of pay- 
ment of rent ; the deed is a rentcharge, to be paid every 28th day of October and 
2Sih of April in each year, consequently one period has elapsed since the execu- 
tion 
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tion of tlii« (Ited, nml I !iuve been paid tlie 300 1 . ; ii was very correctly slated by 
Mr- Andrews, the rentdmrgo for lives, no matter how old, is a good qualifi- 
cation ; tlic lives in this charge are very old, I am sorry to .say, no\v that I liave 

obtained it. 

,^43. At all events they are still living? — They are all living; one is the 
IIonoural)le Uiclinrd Peniierather. 



[_Thc Deal hctmkcl /«.] 

<^44. Do you now produce from the proper ofiice a certificate of registry of 
charges under llomilly’s Act: — I do ; I mu.st explain this, if the Committee will 
allow me : previous to 1850 the common security of Ireland was a judgment, and 
it fioated over all the jtroperty of which the debtor was seised ; it was considered 
ex|)cdient to prevent that embarras-sment in tlie way <jf transfer of property, and 
accordingly Romilly’.s Act was passed, which provide.? that no Judgment recovered 
after the passing of that Act shall affect any property whatever until it is regis- 
tered in this.ofiice, and tliat no judgment recovered before the passing of that 
Act sluiil alR’ct any subsequently acquired properly unltl it is registered pursuant 
to that Act in this office. It was part of the Encumbered Estates .scheme. It has 
alreadv been stated to tlie Committee the process you must go through, from the 
affidavit specifying the particular lands you seek to affect, in the words of the 
Qualification Act, and that is registered like the memorial of a deed in the Register 
of Deeds Office; that was the office which Mr. Cox searched; I now produce 
the negative search from tiiat office, signed by Mr. Patrick Vincent Fitzpatrick, 
assistant register in that office ; this, is the regular form ; he makes a search, and 
he says — 



After diligent search made in the office for llegisteriug Deed.*, Conveyances and Wills, iu 
Irelantljupoii a requisition, of which the following is a copy: “ To the Register of Deeds, &c. 
I desire lo have u migiuivc search fur any judgments or oilier incamhrances appearing on 
record, lo ailoct William Keogh, Esq,, M.r., from the l-ith of .Iu1y IS’jO up to the date of 
certificate. M'Ncvin, fi'olicitor.” 1 certify that lliere is not any memorial registered mthe 
said office' •which comes within the terms of the said requisition, whereof an abstract is not 
in this certilicatc truly set forth. 



Dated the 2(ith day of February 18f>3. 



(signed) P\ Y. Fitzpatrich, a. R. 



But, there is notl.ing lo follow, because there is iio judgment registered under the 
Act 

54^. By Mr. James.] And therefore there is no leg.il charge ’—And therefore 
tlicre' is no leg,il diargo or incimibrance affecting any of the property I have laiit 
before the Comm iltoc. r j 

5sifi. By the Committee:] What is the office called-— llie ^gistry of Deeds 
Office ; the Act is an Irish Act; it does not extend to England. 

547. By Mr. Mv/jf/it'r.] For the information of tlie Committee, state ivhetlrer 
it is the pi'actico in li-elaiid to register deeds nnivei-sally ?— Certainly not. 

,'i4S. Under the statute of Anne, I speak f— I believe some of the best lawyers 
that ever were in England were against the registry of deeds. _ 

,540. ByMr. But it is not the practice ?— It is ® 

pracilce, nor anything like the universal practice ; there .are hundreds and thou- 
lands of deeds never registered ; it is quite .ytional to pomes '^hethe, they u 
do it or not Every day, in courts in Ireland, and I apprehend m Eng, and. u 
registered counties, questions are arising lieiween the pnoru.es as » “ 
and unregistered died. If notice is traeed to the holder ol a registered deed, h.s 

'^'5^0'' Was any demand whatever made on you on behalf of 

qualification ?-No notice was ever served on me, and no demand ever made on 

me, except those which I have given in. r ? Ypc and 

.531. And which were made at Atblone at the time of the election ?- Yes. and 
with all of which I have complied. 



[Adjourned to Eleven o’clock, To-morrow. 



3S3. 



Martis... 



ir. Keozh, Esq. 

M. p. 

U April 1853. 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE tal<en before SELECT COMMITTEE 



W. Keogh, Esq. 
M.P. 



32 April 1853. 



Martis, 12^* die Apriiis, 1853. 



THOMAS WILLIAM BRAMSTON, ESQ., in the Chair. 



THE Names of the Members called over ; all present. 
iniUam Keogh, Esq., a Member of the House ; Ci'oss-examined by Mr. Andeexvs. 

552. ARE the subscribing witnesses to the deed from your father and mother, 
of the 19th of July 1847, alive? — One of them is alive. 

553. Whicli of them is it that is alive? — Mr. M'Nevin is the witness, and he 
is here. 

.5.54. Are the attesting witnesses to the deed of the 26th of July 1847 alive? 
— No. 

.555. Do you know their handwriting? —Yes, I do. 

556. With respect to the third deed, which is the deed in the last year, who 
are the attesting witnesses ?— Mr. M'Nevin is one of the witnesses, and he is in 
the room, 

Mr. James stated that he would tender Mr. M'Nevin as a witness, if 
Mr. .■Andrews wished it. 

Mr. Audrcics replied, he could express no wish upon the subject. 

,'5.57. By Mr. Andreivs.'] This will be the right time to have the substantial 
parts of those deeds read, that they may appear upon the votes ; I wish to have 
the operative part, the parcels and the term, the first ? — I will read them; the 
first deed is dated the 19th of July 1847, by and between William Micas Keogh 
and Mary Keogh, his wife, of Gardiner-street, in the county of the city of Dublin, 
csqnire, of the first part; William Keogh, eldest son of the said William Micas 
and Mary, of Mountjoy-square, in the said county of the city, of the second part, 
and M'altev Bourke, of Gloucester-street, in the county of the city of Dublin, 
esquire, of the third part. Then there are the recitals ; do you want them ? 

55S. No, the recitals merely show it was the wife’s estate? — Then the wit- 
nessing portion of the deed is, “ In consideration of the love and aiFection and 5s. 
by the trustee to William Micas Keogh and Mary Keogh, they convey the rent- 
charge, to have and to hold the said lands and premises, and all and singular other 
the premi.ses hereby granted, bargained, sold and assigned to the trusts? for the 
purpose of securing the rentcharge.” 

5^59. Will vou read the property ? — You want the names of the lands ? 

560. Yes.— “All that and those the lauds, tenements, hereditaments and pre- 
mises, commonly called and known by the name of Knocktubber, in the barony 
of Clanmorris, in the county of Mayo, and the lands of Raboon, in the barony of 
(blank), and in the county of the town of Galway, certain houses, situate in the 
parish of St. Nicholas, in the said county of the town of Galway, with their and 
every of their appurtenances there is a blank there left al’ter the word barony ; 
it is “ barony of blank,” because there is no barony ; it is the county of the 
town. 

561, Now the next deed I will trouble you to read the recital of? — It is, “ This 
imientiire, made the 26th day of July 1847, between Richard Charles M'Nevin, 
of Middle Gardiner-street, esquire, and William Keogh, of Mountjoy-square, in 
the city of Dublin, esquire. Whereas under and by virtue of the last will and 
testament of Daniel M ‘Niven, late of Rosepark, in the county of Galway, esquire, 
ilichai’d Charles M'Niven, party hereto, is seised of the messuages, lands and 
hereditaments hereinafter mentioned and expressed, to be hereby granted and 
[■eleased, with their appurtenances, during the term of his natural life, which are 
of the clear yearly value of 200/. over and above all charges and incumbrances: 
and whereas the said Richard Chaides M'Niven being so seised is justly and tnily 
indebted to \\'illiam Keogh, party hereto, in the sum. of 850/. upon the foot of 
various dealings and transactions, an account of which has this day been entered 
into ])etweeu the said parties, and finally settled and signed : and whereas for the 

purpose 
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purpose of discharging the said debt so due, he the said Richard Charles M‘Niven, 
hath contracted with the said VVilliaui Keogh for the sale to him of the said 
messuages, lands and hereditaments during the remainder of the life of him the 
said Richard Charles M‘Niven, in consideration of the said sum of 850/. so due 
and owing as aforesaid, and a further sum of 100/. to be paid to tbe said Richard 
Charles M'Niven upon the execution of these presents. Now this indenture wit- 
nessetl'., that in pursuance of the said recited contract, and in consideration of 
the said sum of 850/., so due and owing to the said William Keogh as aforesaid, 
and in further consideration of 100/. now paid, Richard Charles M'Niven doth 
grant, bargain and sell, release and confirm unto the said William Keogh, his 
heirs, executors, aduimistrators and assigns, all those towns, farms and lands of 
Dew'ally, Petersweli, Druneen and Knockawillan, situate iu the parish of Kil- 
thoma^, in the barony of Loughrea and Killartou, in the county of Galway. 

562. Then the other deed is a very short one? — Yes, the other deed is the 
26th of June 1852 ; this is between Mr. Corcorau of the one part, and William 
Keogh of the other part, and it grants an annuity or clear yearly rentcharge of 
600 /. per annum. 

563. Will you read tlie consideration r — “ In consideration of the sum of 900 
paid to the said Edward Corcoran by the said William Keogh, the receipt whereof 
is hereby acknowledged, he the said William Corcoran doth grant unto the said 
William' Keogh the clear .yearly rentcharge of GOO/, per annum, to be issuing 
and payable out of and charged and chargeable upon all that and those the towns 
and lands of Kilglass Castle, Quarter Boher, and Church Quarter, containing in. 
or about 1,000 acres, situate in the barony of Coshlen and county of Limerick, 
with their and every of their appurtenances.” 

,'564. In respect of these jntigmenls, 1 do not propose to go through all of 
tijem in detail ; you produced some certificates of the satisfaction ? — Yes. 

56;. I have the form of one, of Christopher Fitzsimon ? — Yes, I have one of 
the same form in my hand. . . . „r.„- 1 

')66. It says, " Has obtained judgment in this Court against William Keogh, 
of Upper Mount-street, for the sum of 900/., debt, besides the costs, and I fur- 
ther "^find that satisfaction has since been entered on the record of said judg- 
ment.’ Is this in the same office iu wliich j udgments are registered ?— This is m 



the Master’s Office of the Court. , r • x 7 

567. In the Miister's Office of the Court of Queens Bench, lor instance . 

Yes, it states so at the very top, if you look. ,;r • x . _* r 

568. “On search made in tbe Master’s Office of Her Majestys Court of 
Queen’s Bench iu Ireland is this the master or officer of the Court who signs 
tihs '/—This is the Assistant Master who signs it. ^ 

fiCnj. Did you obtain this from him yourself? — No, certainly not. 

<170. Did your attorney f — Yes. , t i • 

571. And^ handed it over to your- -Yes. handed it to me while I was being 

you are acquainted yourself with the handwritiug of this geutlemau 

''■^Vi^Thifsiltmeutof satisfaction does not at f 

udi the money was paid !-CerlainIy not ; it t von snoke about 

,-i74. Now, then, with respect to the first J™ 

I think that they were these two, one of 900/. and the other of 4 .. 

’"syT'The plaintiff m each of them is Christopher 
public officer of the bank, the gentleman who was exa 



the Clerk of the llanaper. ^pieh you 

pia a patt of those two sums f- 

' ^77. When did you pay 

paid, on account of judgments, about, i tnougm, ^ 



election 



that, 



iyT'liy the CommiUee.] And that you paid 5051. in March r- 



-Yes, about 



^470 Bv Mr. In March !-Yes, or at the time the demand was 

"to’^Tnd”:d\h'’5;;:cT Stot that I wm not 

3»3- ^ 



'. Keogh , Esi^. 
M. V. 



April 1853. 
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any further about ; ■with respect to the other sum paid before the election, can 
you tell me when it was that was paid, or about when? — I cannot tell you nearer 
than this, that the sum of 270?. was made in two different payments, one pay- 
ment was a payment of 70/., and the other was the net sum of 200/. : what 
precise time it was paid I cannot say ; the payments were made throagh my 
solicitor. 

581. Mr. M'Niven : — Yes, it was paid long belore the election. 

582. 13y the Committee.'] Before you said you thought it was paid in bs51 ? — 
Yes, the election was in 1852 ; it was about that time ; I should say it was paid 
in 1850 or 1851. 

583. By Mr. Anclrcioa.'] Now, wiih respect to the judgment which stands here 
apparently in the name of Richard Heseltine, in the county of Middlesex ; that 
was entered up on Trinity Tei'm 1848 ? — Yes, I think so. 

584. When was any money first paid on that judgment? — The entire of that 
money was paid in the latter end of the year 18.50 or the beginning of 1851. 

58.5. Did you make the jiayment yourself? — No, certainly not. 

386. You 'merely ordered it to be paid ?— It was paid on my account. 

587. Can you tell me by whom it was paid on your account? — It was paid by 
a friend of mine. 

588. Did you get any sort of receipt for it. through your friend, at the time? 
— No, it was paid by a friend of mine and for me. 

589. I have no doubt you told your friend, and your friend told you ? — I have 
no doubt my friend told me. 

590. You yourself did not pay it? — No. 

5Q1. Except, as you have been told, you do not know w’hen it was paid? — 
I do know w’hen it was paid. 

592. How' ?— When it w'as paid it was paid by a friend of rain^ for me, mid 
I know- it from him, and 1 know that the judgment is satisfied, and I know that 
Mr. Heseltine has no more claim to it than you have. 

593. That the judgment is satisfied appears by this certificate; the cerliticate 
says it has been paid up, without stating when it was paid ? — 1 say that j udgiuent 
was paid either the latter end of 1850 or the beginning of 1801. 

.*594. That is according to your belief? — Yes. 

595. You did not pay it yourself? — No. 

596. Now' with respect to the judgment by a person of the name of Steinau, 
1,()00/., did you yourself pa}’ that money on that judgment ? — No, not apenny. 

597. Do you know', of your own knowledge, when that money was paid r — 
I think I can say I do, of my owm knowledge ; I will tell you how I know it. 

59S. You know’ the effect of the (luestion ; I trust to you to give me a leg.al 
answer? — I shall not inteutiouatly give you au illegal one; but lawyers some- 
times make bad witnesses ; 1 will tell you why I consider I kiiowr it. The judg- 
ment W'as paid in the year 1851 by a gentlciiian, a Member of the House, w'ho 
W’as liable to the judgment as well as I was.. He paid the amount of the money, 
and I wrote to him when I heard of these extraordinary proceedings going on. 

599. That is not evidence? — Then I will not stats that. I immediately had 
an application made to Mr. Steinau, through my solicitor, on the subject of ihe 
payment, and he at once admitted that it had been paid, and he at once 
executed the warrant to satisfy the judgment, and therefore, I consider 1 may 
safely say that is knowledge. 

600. Do not suppose I doubt for a moment that the money has been naid ; it 
appears by the certificate ? — I will release you from any difficulty on that subject ; 
if you choose to put the gentleman to the trouble, I will put him into the chair 
who paid it ; he is a Member of the House. 

601. It is very painful to me; I am merely putting the question; do you 
know’ of your know'ledge it was paid? — I do know it of my own knowledge. 

Goa. You did not pay it nor see it paid"— No; but T was liable for it, and 
I took care to know it was paid, and I know', notwithstanding it has been paid, 
that the gentleman that sits beside you wanted him to execute a jud'^ment 
upon it. 

603. This is very irregular: I must protest against it ; I am anxious to give 
you every scope I ought to give you, but I must beg you not to make these 
observations; with respect to the judgment of Mr. Darley for 1,000/.? — Yes, 
Henry Brewster AYarren Darley, he is the assignee of a Mr. Guiness. 

604. Did 
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G04. Difi you pay any money on that account personally yonrseU': — Yes. L 
paid it through my attorney. 

605. I think 1 . understood you to say, of that sum 2502 . was paid only before 
the election '! — About that; 1 think i saw there was about 3002 . due at the time 
of the election ; on the foot of that judgment it may be 31 0 /. 

(hifi. Now, a judgment of Mr. Smith, as to which there were some letters 
handed up to the Chainnan, was that paid before the election ? — 1 told you it 
was not due ; it is an indemnity judgment ; it is to indemnify Colonel Smith 
ao'ainst the consequences of payment of the National Bank judgment ; Colonel 
Smith was my surety to the National Bank to the extent of . 5002 . ; he had that 
judgment from me to indemnify him from the consequences of it. 

boy. Then in point of fact, that judgment is still outstanding : — No, it 
is not. 

(ioS. Why not ?— Because the instant I asked Colonel Smith to satisfy it, he 
satisfied it at once. 

boo. When was it he satisfied it? — Latel3\ 

610. Since the election ?— Certainly. 

611. You have produced some declarations you made before the magistrates ; 
YOU produced throe ? — When you say I produced them, they were handed to 
ine here for the purposo of production. 

612. Who difl vuu get them from ?“They came from Mr. MacNevin. 

613. You had seen them before ? — 1 signed them. 

(>14. You had seen them since you signed then ?— Yes. 

615. In point of fact, when you signed them, did you leave them with the 
magistrates ? — Certainly ; all these three, certainly. 

bi6. All the three that you now produce? — Yes. 

(iiy. You left them with the magistrates?— Yes ; and two of them are here to 
prove if, if vou like. 

bi8. 1 have no choice on the subject; it is for your Counsel to prove your 
case; 1 will comment upon it when it comes to my turn; you state you left 
them when you had made them with the magistrates ? — Certainly. 

biQ. You said something about making other declarations? — I made one 



other. . 

b20. Are these all the declarations that you left with the magistrates?— ies. 

b2 1 . You said something about talking of having your declarations printed ? 
—No, I did not ; 1 ordered a clerk to make two dozen copies; my direction was 
obeyed, and 1 found the copies in my portfolio within the last 24 hours. 

b'22. You had so many demands made on you ? — Yes. 

623. Who made them ?— There was a demand made on me, or notice served 
on me, b\’ persons of the name of Edward Ljmch and John Pell; a second seived 
on me by pemons of the name of John Pell and Edward Hodgson, the same 
Pell repeated; there was a third served on me by Peter Norton and John 
Norton, or rather not served by them, but, in their name. Pell is the person as 
' to whom you Imd tlie difficulty of proving him a registered elector, those three 
notices were served on me, and I made these three declarations m leply to 
those. 

(124. Had you more served upon you? — No, certainly not. 

625. Only those three: — Yes. 

62b. No other request at all?-No; certainly not. , , t 

027. That you are quite clear about 1 -Yes, that I am quite dear about; 1 
sec you have some mricre pem 6 c ; and I say certainly, no other was served upon 

me ; but I heard there was another notice. r ^ -t-i • a r,«rr, 

628, I do not ask you about what you heard;^ I ask you a fact witbm y ou own 
knowledge ?— You ask me, “Are you quite positive about no otbei notice bem 
served ; ” if it should afterwards appear to the Committee there was some notice 
attempted to be served on me, and I heard of that, it would place me “ “ "^ Yd^ 
in"- position ■ I heard there was another notice given to some person who did not 
gi?eTt to and, in consequence of hearing ' ”adviSr“as 

of that, 1 went and made another declaration, and I was at 
wholly unnecessary to do so, and I believe it was; that is f P'fYT. . las 

The feet is there was a solicitor sent with a notice to serve me, and he was 

2Y to that first deed of grant from your father and mote, 

383- ® 3 
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must ask you, with respect to those lands out of which the life-interest issues. 

are there not prior cliarees 1 — Certainly not, nor subsequent. ^ 

630. Did they not charge the estate with 2.000 h upon your brothers mar- 

"''isi n would be no imputation upon them if they had ?— Certainly not. 

(San 1 only want to know the facts f-I know-what the facts are ; you will 
understand n^e; if you want to ask me about a deed, you had better put it iii; 

Tf vofwaut my explaiiation about the deed. I have a brother, and he is inarned, 
633 Mv question is a very simple one, and a perlectly legitimate one, whe- 
ther yon know of your own knowledge, or out of the mouths ol the persons 
from who you claim, that there wore prior incumbrances on that property 
Certainly not ; and 1 do not believe it either. f i yn/ 

G34. Now, with respect to the grantor m that deed of the life estate of loOZ., 

who is that gentleman ’—Mr. M'Nevin. 

6“?^. Your own solicitor Z — Y’es. . , 

636. Who is Mr. Corcoran, who is the grantor of the rentcharge of 600 

a year ?— He is a solicitor. 

'637. Does he live in Dublin now r — Yes. 

639. You have been acquainted with him a long time?— Yes, 1 know him a 

good while. 

Re-examined by Mr. Meagher. 

640 In the deed of 1847 , from your father and mother, does that deed pur- 
port to be acknowledged by your mother as a married woman -Yes 

64 1 Do you know the signatures of those two persons at tfie fo°t 

the signature of one, Mr. Tandy, the present taxing master of Dublin ; I know 

*64rYhe“arettieco^^^^^ Dublin for taking the acknowledgments 

°* ^3'"as to Mr. Corcoran ; vou have been asked as to the annuity irom him, 
and his being here ; was that an actual bo»Afde purchase, or was it a colourable 
iivwchasc ? — it was a bond 'fide purchase. i ■ i ti 

’ liqj. For which the consideration money was actually paid r --For which the 

consideration money was paid down at the time of the executiou of the deed. 

64'-, Now as to the property; do you know how long Mr. Coicoran h.id been 
owne'?' of the estate at the time you got the rentcharge upon it ?-I know vdien 
he bought the estate ; he bought the estate under the incumbered Estate. Act, 
in the fricumbered Estates Court, in the months of October and November 

'^646, By the Committee.-] Were you present in the Incumbered Estates Court 

to know it? — No, I was not. r i t r *1 

647 By Mr. Meaghe-r.'] State to the Committee the age of the lives of the 
three persons in the deed of 1852 ?— I should say that Baron Pennefather is 

about S 2 or S 3 . _ . . , . r ■ i t 

648. And Mr. Fitzgerald?- -Mr. Fitzgerald is a relative of mine, and 1 am 
certain he is over 95 ; I know he was a prisoner at the tune of the first French 

An’d'lhe third life ?- And the third is the father of the present Member 

for Waterford, Mr. Keating. , t t .. i v 

650. How old is he ?— He is a very old man, hut I do not know his age. 

Mr. Huddlestone stated he wished to hand in to the Committee, In wood’s 
Tables, to show the value of the diBerent annuities. 

Mr Meagher aas heard to sum up the evidence on the part of Mr. Keogh, 
subniittino- that Mr. Keogh’s qualiheation had been proved ; and stated, upon 
the evidence, it appeared that the whole amount of the judgnaent debts which 
could apply to the ammities of 300 1. and 1 50 /. was a sum of less than 900 1 
That the whole sum for which Mr. Keogh was liable on the judgments at 
the time of the election, was about 1,800 of which at least 900 1. could 
not be reckoned in that amount, inasmuch as regarded judgments to the 
amount of 900 L, they were subsequent to Sir John Eomilly’s Act ; and the 
provisions of that Act not having been applied to them could not be treated 
L any incumbrance upon those annuities ■, and therefore, tliere remained unat- 
^ lectod 
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fected by the judgments on those two annuities., more than 300 /. a year ; 
and that with regard to the rentcharge for lives, GOO L a year, it was totally 
unaffected by any of the judgments, as that was purchased subsequent to Sir 
John Romilly’s Act. 

Mr. Andrews was heard to reply, submitting that he had shown that 
Mr. Keogh had no sufficient qualification at the lime of the last election, 
with regard to the two annuities for 300 1. and 1 50 j he contended that as 
there was more than 1,000 1. due upon the judgments, and it appeared that 
the annuity for l.GO 1. had been purchased for 050 /. five years since, there 
must be left upon the annuities less than 300 1. a year ; and with respect to 
the rentcharge of 600/. a year, he contended that no sufficient proof had 
been given of the existence of the land upon which the rentcharge was 
granted. 

The Clunrinan inquired if the parties could agree as to the exact amount 
due upon the judgments at the time of the election. 

Mr. Huddlestone replied, he understood the correct amounts to be as 
follows : that there was about 1,799 1. due upon the judgments at the time 
of the election ; but that with regard to the 952 1. of that sum, they having 
been judgments obtained since Sir John Romilly’s Act, the provisions of 
that Act not having been complied with, they could not be treated as an 
incumbrance upon the annuities. 

Mr. Andrews stated, he could not agree that those were the right sums, 
but he was not prepared to state distinctly what the sum was ; he conceived, 
however, it appeared clearly there was beyond 1,000 1. of judgment iricum- 
brances existing at the time of the election, which could legally be applied as 
against tlie annuities. 

The room was cleared, the Committee deliberated, and on Counsel and 
parties being called in, 

The Chairman stated, the Committee bad come to the following Reso- 
lution : “ That William Keogh, Esq. was, as the time of the Election tor the 
Borough of Athlone, held in July 1852, duly qualified to be elected as a 
Member to serve in Parliament for the said Borough.” 

Mr. James was heard to apply on the part of Mr. Keogh for costs, as 
against the Petitioner, on the ground that the Petition was frivolous or 
vexatious; and also on the gi'ound that many of the allegations in the 
l^etition v'ere without reasonable and probable cause. 

Mr. Andrews was heard to answer the application. 



Mr. James was, heard in reply. 

The room was cleared ; the Committee deliberated, and on Counsel and 
parties being called in, 

The Chiarma,, stated the Committee had come to the following Resolution : 
■‘That William Keogh, Esq. was. at the last Election f ® 

Athlone, duly elected a Burgess to serve m 1 arhament , that 

Robert Bartholomew Lawes does not appear to be fnvolous or t ej-atiom, 

and the Committee see no reason to give costs m any matters ansmg out of 
the present case.” 
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ANNUITY. Deed delivered in, dated 19th July 1847, granting an annuity of 300/. 
a year to witness in respect of sonae property of his mother in Galway and Mayo coun- 
ties, 524-527 Witness produces another deed, dated 26 June 1852, granting 

him an annuity of 600 1. a year, which was a necessary qualiflcaiion to his becoming a 

candidate for a county, ib. 5;i6-643 The subscribing witnesses to the deed of 19 July 

1847, are still alive; part of tliis deed read, and explanations thereupon, ib. 552, 553. 
557-560. 629-633. 640-642. 

Arrest of Mr. Keogh. Particulars as to the recent arrest of Mr, Keogh on account of 
Mr. Maude’s judgment, showing the part personally taken by witness in the matter, and 
the authority given by Mr. Maude, the plaintiff, for such arrest, &c., Cox 265-286. 335- 
^10 Witness did not hear, till after the arrest was made, that Mr. Maude had previ- 

ously assigned the debt to Messrs. Sotirichos, a Greek firm in the city, ib. 280-285. 390- 

404 'Remarks relative to the recent arrest of Mr. Keogh, showing that Mr. Lawea 

was cognizant beforehand that such arrest was to be made, ib. 352-389. 

B. 

Brooker, Mr. Henry. See Judgments, 2. 

Brown, Mr. G. See Judgments, 2. 

Burke, Mr, See Judgments, 2. 

Butler, Mr. See Judgments, 2. 

C. 

Campbell, Messrs, J. and G. See Judgments, 2. 

Carpenter, Mr. See Judgments, 2. 

Cooper, Mr. J. See Judgments, 2. 

Copeland, Mr. See Judgments, 2. 

Cosf^. Resolution of the Committee, that the petition of Robert Bartholomew Lawes does 
not appear to be frivolous or vexatious, and the Committee see no reason to give costs 
in any matters arising out of the present case, Ev.p. 39, 

Cox, William. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Solicitor in London; is attorney to Mr. Lawes, 

144. 210 Witness went to Dublin on i or 2 March last, taking with him a copy of 

the declaration delivered in by Mr. Keogh at the table of the House, and searched the 

Irish register with reference to the same, 145 et seq. 411-421 In searching the register 

for thebarony of Coshlea, Limerick, witness found no deed registered granting a rent-charge 

to any person of the name of" William Keogh,” 153-156 Witness carefully searched 

the register from 1836 to 1853 with respect to other lands mentioned by Mr. Keogh in 
his certificate of qualification, but did not find his name at all, 157-166 Witness pro- 

duces office copies of a list of judgments against Mr. Keogh, and states that he duly 
examined the same, except six of them, with the original documents in the different 
Irish courts ; enumeration of these judgments, showing the names of the plaintiffs, amount 
in each case, costs, 8cc., 167-184. 

Reference to an English judgment against Mr. Keogh for 304 Z. 3 s. 9 rf. ; Edmund 

Maude was plaintiff in this suit, 204-207 Examination with respect to witness’s 

search in Dublin for judgments against Mr. Keogh, showing how far he was justified in 
the conclusion that such judgments bad not been satisfied because the rolls containing 

them did not have entries of satisfaction made upon them, 211-264. 41 1-421 The 

English judgment for 304 Z. 3 s. 9 d. is now paid, 264 Particulars as to the recent 

arrest 
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Report, 1852-53 — continued. 



Cox, William. (Analysis of his Evidence)— continued. 

arrest of Mr. Keo}»h on account of this judgment, showing the part personally taken by 
witness in the matter, and the authority given by Mr. Maude, the plaintiff, for such 

arrest, &c., 365-28(3. 335-410 ^Witness did not hear, till after the arrest was made, 

that Mr. Maude had previously assigned the debt to Messrs. Sotirichos, a Greek firm in 
tlte city, 280-385. 390-404. 

Authority given to witness by the London Board of the National Bank of Ireland to 

enforce the judgments obtained by them against Mr. Keogh, 287-334 Witness on 

receiving this authority went to Dublin, and instructed Mr. Mahony, the solicitor there 
to the National Bank, to arrest Mr. Keogh without giving him any notice ; conversation 
on the subject between witness and Mr. Mahony, 303-334 ;Mr. Mahony subse- 

quently did write to ask Mr. Keogh for the sum due, which was paid forthwith, 310-314 

-How far witness had any authority from the National Bank of Ireland actually to 

arrest the person of Mr. Keogh, 315-334 Further remarks relative to the recent arrest 

of Mr. Keo«-h, showing that Mr. Lawes was cognizant beforehand that such arrest was 
to be made, 362-3^9' 



Darhy, Mr. H. B. W. See Judgments, 2. 

Bedarations of Qualification. Declaration of qualification made by Mr. Keogh at the 
.able of the House, delivered in and read, Ev.p. 7. 8 Particulars as to tliree declara- 

tions of qualification made by witness on the gth and 121I1 J uly last ; one of these dec ara- 

tions handed in and read, Keogh 531-523- 6il-6s8 ^^These decla.ations were made by 

way of reply to different notices served upon witness by bis opponents, il).bn~b2H. 

See also Qualification. 

Dundalk Railway Company. See Judgments, 2. 



Fenton David (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Witness, who is butler to Mr. Lawes, states 
^ that hfe.xamined six of the copies of judgments produced m evidence by Mr. Cox, with 
a clerk in the Court of Queen’s Bench, Dublin, 185-301. 

Fitssimon, Christopher. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Clerk of the Crown and of the 

Hananm- in Ireland, 6 Witness produces the poll-book for the late election for the 

rvf Afbtonc 7 11 16 Evp.'i Witness also produces four certificates of 

dLTarations mide Mr. Keogh of his qLlifiostioo to serve as a Member in Parliament; 
t ^me M.e?ed?„ and real. 8-10. lV^9- ?■ 3— Th= “f 

at the election was, for Keogh 87, and for Lawes 10 ; 30. 



Jlesselline, Mr. See Judgments, 2. 



T L dMivered in from the Registry of Deeds Office, Dublin, showing 

^X trrT-is.fo'legaTebft^ c^^^^^ on an/ of the property la.d by witness 

before the Committee, Keogh 544-6'l6* 

J. 

Joyce, Mr. See Judgments, 2. 

JVDOMEHTS-.^ relatioe to certam Judgments existing ogainst Mr. Keogh in the 

.. jSiSSLltlTe Judgments, most of them hone been satisfed. 

1. Kxoidence relative to certain JudgmenU existing against Mr. Keogh =a the 

Witness pt5nce”s offlc! of a “ai Smen^ ifft^ 

plaintiffs ; amount in each case, costs, & a clerk in the 

SIX of the copies of jodgniente produced in e Relerence to an English judgment 

Court of Queen's Bench, Dublin, instills suit, Cox 

against Mr. Keogh for 304 1 3^ to “lesswL d. iu Dublin for judgments 

204-207 Examination wiin respect lo w_ - .i,. p,,nclu«ion that such ludg- 

Sls/Mr. Keogh, showing how lar he wins jusliiied in the conclu-ion 

383-1- 
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Ju D C ,VE N TS — contin ued . 

1. Evidence relating to certain Judgments existing against Mr. Keogh~~con\\av.Bd, 
ments had not been satisfied, because the rolls containing them did not have entries of 

satisfection made upon them, Cox 211-264. 411-421 The English judgment for 

304/. 3 s. grf. is now paid, 264. 

2 . Explanation as to these Judgments ; most of them have been satisfied : 

Witness has examined the list of judgments produced by Mr. Cox; the actual sum 

secured by the same in respect of the penalties is QtSyi 1. is. 11 d., Keogh 423-426 

■\Vitness delivers in a certificate of satisfaction in the case of Mr. Steinan’s judgment 
i'or 1,000 h; the actual sura paid in this matter was 500 some interest on the 

principal, and the payment was made in 1851, ih. 440-445 Statement that in Ireland 

hardly one judgment in 500 bears an entry of satisfaction upon the record ; this fact 

■was well known to M r. Cox, ib. 444. 445 Certificate of the saiisfactiou of Lieutenant- 

Colonel Smith’s judgment for 1,000/. produced and read; remarks on tliis case, ib. 

446-448. 606-610 Similar certificate delivered in with respect to a judgment of 

John Langanfor 218 1 . ; the sum paid was 109 /., being the full amount, and the payment 

•was made in 1851; *5.449-452 A judgment of C. J. M'DermoU against witness 

for 200 Z. was satisfied in full bv two payments of 50 /. each, made respectively before 

and after the late election ; certificate handed in, ih. 453-456 Witness delivm-s in a 

certificate of satisfaction for a judgment of J. Matthews for 87/. n s. Sr/., which sum 

has been paid since the election, ib. 457, 458 Similar certificate handed in with 

respect to a judgment of Henry Brooker for 59 /. 15s. i d.] this sum was paid long 
before the election, ib. 459-461 . 

The next judgment against witness is one at the suit of Mr. Hesseltine for 2,000 /., 
■which was likewise paid^before ihe election; certificate of satisfaciion banded in, Keogh 

462-467. 583-595 With respect to a judgment of Mr. Racine, for iSZ. 10s., it was 

settled long before the late election, but witness did not go to the expense of entering the 

satisfaction on ihe records, 15.468-470 ^The same statement applies to a judgment 

against witness by Mr. Machin, for 18/.; i5. 471, 472 Certificate of satisfuction 

delivered in, with respect to a judgment of Joseph Cooper, for 156 /. 2s. 4<Z. ; about 50/. 

of this amount has been paid since the eleciion, ib. 473-475 In the case of a judgment 

of H. B. W. Barley, for 1,000/., there remained 300/. due at the time of the late election, 

•which has not since been paid. ib. 476-484. 603-605 Reference to a judgment of 

W. Woodroofe, for 200 on which nothing has yet been paid by witness except the 
interest, *5. 485-487 Four other judgments against ■witness, in the names of Mr. Car- 

penter, G. Brown, F. G. Thornhill, and — Joyce, still remain unpaid, ih. 488-49'2. 497- 

^.gg Certificate of satisfaction handed in with respect to a judgment of J. Sc G. 

Campbell, for 303 1. ns. id. ; ih. 493-496. 

A judgment against witness, at the suit of — Copeland, was paid by the party whose 

debt it virtually was, Keogh 500, 501 Explanation with respect to a judgment of Mr. 

Burke, for 217/., which lias been satisfied since the eleciion ; certificate delivered in, ib. 

502-504 Witness hands in the original security for a judgment of Mr. Tilly, which 

was paid before the election, ih. 505-507 Remarks to tlie effect that a judgment of 

the Dundalk Rnilway Company, for 256/. 6s. ’]d., has never been claimed, and that such 

claim has ceased to exist, ib. 508-514 Reference to a jud^gment of Mr. Butler, ns 

having been satisfied since the election, ib. 515, 516 The entire sum due by witness 

on the foregoing judgments at the time of the election was 1,799/. 5^- 5^-> which 
805/. igs. 2 c/. has since been paid, *5.517-520 Explanation relative to the certifi- 
cates of satisfaction delivered in by witness, ib. 5G4-572 Statement showitig that 

witness can voueli for tlie payment of the judgment of Mr. Steinan, for 1,000/. ; this 
judgment was satisfied in 1851 by a person who was liable as well as witness for the 
same, ib. 596-603. 

See also Arrest of Mr. Keogh. Kalional Bank of Ireland. 



K. 

Keogh, William. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Witness has examined the list of judgments 
produced by Mr. Cos ; the actual sura secured by the same, in respect of the penalties, 

is 9,671 /. 2s. lit/.; 423-426 With respect to two judgments, of 400/. and 900 /., 

obtained against witness by the National Bank of Ireland, 505/., the balance due, was 
paid by witness on demand, in the present month, to their solicitor, Mr. Mahony, the 

other portion having been paid in 1851; 427-435 Certificates of .satisfaction with 

respect to these judgments, from the proper office in Dublin, delivered in and read, 436, 

437-T Witness also delivers in a certificate of satisfaction in the case of Mr. Steinan’s 

judgment for 1,000/. ; the actual sum paid in this matter was 500/., and some interest on 
the principal, and the payment was made in 1851 ; 440-445. 

Statement 
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Keogh, WUlium. (Analysis of his Evidence) — conthiued. 

Statement that in Ireland hardly one judgment in 500 bears an entry of satisfaction 

upon the record; this fact was well known to Mr. Cox, 444, 445 Certificate of the 

satisfaction of Lieut.-colonel Smith’s judgment for 1,000/. produced and read ; remarks 

on this case, 446-448 Similar certificate delivered in with respect to a judgment of 

John Langan for 218/. ; the sum paid was 109/., being the full amount, and the payment 

was made in 1851 ; 449-452 A judgment of C. J. M'Dermott against witness, for 

200 /., was satisfied in full, by two payments of 50 1. each, made respectively before and 
after the late election ; certificate handed in, 453-456 Witness delivers in a certifi- 

cate of satisfaction for a judgment of J. Matthews, for 87 1. its. 8d., which sum has been 
paid since the election, 457, 458 Similar certificate handed in with respect to a judg- 

ment of Henry Brooker, for 59 1. 15s. 1 d. ; this sum was paid long before the election, 

459-461 The next judgment against witness is one at the suit of Mr. HesseUine, fur 

2,000/., which was likewise paid before the election ; certificate of satisfaction handed 
in, 462-467. 

With respect to a judgment of Mr. Racine, for 18 /. 10 s., it was settled long before the 
late election, but witness did not go to the expense of entering the satisfaction on the 

records, 468-470 The same slaiement applies to a judgment against witness by Mr. 

Machin, for 18/., 471, 472 Certificate of satisfaction delivered in with respect to a 

judgment of Joseph Cooper, for 156 /. 2 s. 4 d . ; about 50 /. of this amount has been paid 

since the election, 473-475 In the case of ajudgmein of H. B.W. Barley, for 1,000 /., 

theie remained 300 i. due at the time of the late election, which has not since been paid, 

476-484 Reference to a judgment of W. Woodroofe, for 200 /., on which nothing has 

yet been paid by witness except the interest, 485-487 Four other judgments against 

witness, in the names of Mr. Carpenter, G. Brown, F. G. Thornhill, and Joyce, still 
remain unpaid, 488-492. 497 - 499 ' 

Certificate of satisfaction handed in with respect to a judgment of J. Sc G. Campbell, 
for 303/. 11s. 2d.; 493-496 A judgment figainst witness, at the suit of — Copeland, 



was paid by the party whose debt it virtually was, 500, 501- Explanation with respect 

to a judgment of Mr. Burke, for 217 /., which has been satisfied since the election ; cer- 
tificate delivered in, 502-504 Witness hands in the original security f»r a judgment of 



tificate delivered in, 502-504 Witness hands in the original security t»r a judgment or 

Mr. ’I'iHv, which was paid before the election, 505-507“““^®™*''^® etiect that a 

judgment of the Dundalk Railwav Company, for 256 /. 6 s. 7 d., has never been churned, 

and tliat such claim has ceased to exist,' 508-514 Reference to a judgment of Mr. 

Butler, as having heen satisfied since the election, 515, 516 The entire sum due by 

witness on the foregoing judgments, at the time of the election, was 1,799 5 5 «-. 

which 805 /. 19s. 2 d. has since lieeii paid, 517-520. 

Particulars as to three declarations of qualification made by witness ™ the gfh and 

12th July last; one of these declarations handed in and read, 521-523 Deed delivered 

in. dated 10 July 1847, granting an annuity of 300/. a year to witness, m respect ol some 
property of liis mother, in Galway and Mayo counties, 524-527 Further deed deli- 

vered in, dated 26 July 1847, relating to a vent-charge of 150/. mentioned in witness s 



vered in, dated 26 July 1 847, relating to a vent-charge ot J 50 /• ” 

declaration of qualification, 5 ‘ 28-635 Witness produces another deed, dated .6 June 

1852, granting him an annuity of 6 oo 7 . a year, which was a necessary quMliflcation to ins 

becomiiiL.-.. CiMdidaiefor a coualy, 536-543 Certificate delivered m from the Kegistry 

of Deeds Office. Dublin, showing tliut there is no legal charge or mcnmbmiice on .in, o( 



ot Ueeds umce, siiuwing uimi. .o ..v, -- — - , 

the property laid by witness before the Committee, 644-643 B,emaik.s us to the 

general iion-registry of deeds in Ireland, 547 " 049 ' 



ness’s solicitor- the attesting witnesses in Uiis case are aeaci, 554, opo- 
;!!!lThrdeed of 26 June fsse is between W. Corcoran and witness, and grants the 
latter a char vearlv rent-charge of 600/., m consideration of thesum of 900/. paid to Mi. 
Oo^run rerrkl on ihis d^d, 562, 563. 636-639. «43-660— Esp 

to the certiflcales of satisfaction delivered m by witness, 664-572 1 olther remai K. as 

1 1 ." “.. °r Bankof IteSnnd for 000/. and 400!., and the poyment 



to iud of the National Bank of IteSnnd for 900/. and 400!., and the p^-ment 
h:S^jtd|?;e7™rtotT 6" rfwrki?re?l 77 Sd’X,.ness Ihont “the 



beginiiig of 1851 ; 5S3“595* „ , . , » r m . 



by his opponents, 611-628. 
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Keogh, William, M. F. Resolution of the Committee, that William Keogh, was, at the last 
election for the boroogh of Atblone, duly elected a burgess to serve in the present Par- 
liament, Ev. p. 39. 

See also Arrest of Mr. Keogh. Declarations of Qualification. Judgments. 
/Notices. Qualification. 



L. 

Landed Property. Witness carefully searched the register from 1836 to ) 853, with respect 
to lands mentioned by Mr. Keogh in his certificate of qualification, but did not find his 
name at all, Cos 157-16(5. 

Lavgan, Mr. John. See Judgments, 2. 



M. 



MDermoit, Mr. C. J. See Judgments, 2. 

Machin, Mr. See Judgments, 2 . 

Marshall, William. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Conveyancer at Athlone, 32-34”~” 
Particulars as 10 a notice signed by Edward Lynch and John Pell having been served 

on Mr. Keogh on the 8th July last, in the presence of witness, 35. 39-43. 4*3-93- 

On 1 2 July, witness himself served Mr. Keogh with another notice, signed by Edward 

Hodgson and John Pell, 36-38. 44, 45. 94-127 A notice with respect to Mr. Keogh’s 

qualification, signed by Peter and John Norton, was served upon him, about the same 

time by witness ,128-140 Reference to another notice signed by John Pell, and served 

shortly after the second notice before-mentioned, 137, 138 The persons who signed 

these notices are all electors for the borough of Athlone, 141-143. 

Matthews, Mr. J. See Judgments, 2 . 

Maude, Mr. See Arrest of Mr. Keogh. Judgments, 1. 

N. 

National Banli of Ireland. Authority given to witness by the London Board of the National 
Bank of Ireland, to enforce the judgraems obtained by them against Mr. Keogh, Coi 

287-334 Witness, on receiving this authoriiy, went to Dublin, and insiructed Mr. 

Mabony, the solicitor there to the Njitional Bank, to arrest Mr. Kengh williout giving 
him any notice ; conversation on the subject between wiiness and Mr. Mabony, ib. 303- 

334 Mr. Mabony subsequently did write to Mr. Keogh for the sum due, which was 

paid forthwith, ib. 310-314 How far witness had anv authority from the National 

Bank of Ireland actually to arrest the person of Mr. Keogh, ili. 315-334 With 

respect to two judgments of 400 L and 900 L obtained against witness by the Notional 
Bank of Ireland, 505 the balance due, was paid by witness on demand in the present 
month to their solicitor, Mr. Mabony, the other portion having been paid in 1851, 

Keogh 427-435.574-582 Certificates of satisfaction with respect to these judgments 

from the proper office in Dublin delivered in and read, 13.436, 437. 

Naylor, James Richard. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Witness produces the writ and 
return for the late election for the borough of Athlone, 1-5. 

Notices. Particulars as to a notice signed by Edward Lynch and John Pell having been served 
on Mr. Keogh on the 8th July last, in the presence of witness, Marshall 35. 39-43. 46-93 

Oni2ihJuly witness himself served Mr. Keogh with another notice, signed by 

Edward Hodgson and John Pell, ib. 36-38. 44, 45. 94-127 A notice with respect to 

Mr. Keogh’s qualification, signed by Peter and John Norton, and served upon him about 

the same time by witness, ib. 128-140 Reference to another notice, signed by John 

Pell, and served shortly after the second notice mentioned, ib. 137, 138— — The persons 
who signed these notices are all electors for the borough of Athlone, ib. 14I-143. 

See also Declarations of Qualification. 



P. 

Petition to Parliament. See Costs. 

Poll-Books. Witness produces the poll-book for the late election for the borough of 
Athlone, Fiizsimon 7. 11-16. Ev.p. 3. 

Proceedings of the Committee. Resumi of the proceedings of the Committee de die in diem, 
p. iii-v. 
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Q. 

Oua 0 fi,catio 7 i. Witness produces four certificaies of declarations made by Mr. Keoeh of 
his qualification to serve as a Member in Parliament; the same delivered in and lea.l, 
Filzsimon 8-l0. 17-29. Ev.p. 3. 

See also Annuity. Declarations of Qualification. Incumbrances. Judgments. 
Landed Property. Notices. lient-charge. 



Racine, Mr. See Judgments, 2. 

Uegistnj of Dads. Remurks as to tlie general non-registry of deeds in Ireland, Keogk 
S47-649- 

Sont-charoo. Witness went to Dnblin on the 1st or nd March lasl^ takrogwrlhhim a copy 
of the dl-laration delivered in hy Mr. KeoA at the table of the House, a"d 
Irish register with reference to the same. Col 146 ei se?. 41 1-42'— I" , 
register for the barony of Coshlca, Limerick, witness found no deed registered gran mg 
Trent charge to any person of the name of “ Wdliam Keogh,” iS. 183-166 — ''eli- 
verodin datod g6july 1 847, relating to a rent-charge of 150 mentioned m witnesss 
declarai’on of qualiflitioii, Keogi 528-635— Deed of 20 July 1847 read i |™"“r 
is Mr M'Nevin, witness’s solicitor ; the attesting witnesses m this case are dead, tS. 554, 

- -r f6i 634 635 The deed of 26 June 1852 is between W. Corcoran and witness, 

tilt’ latter a clear yearly rent-charge ,..f f 

of 900 Z. paid to Mr. Curcoran: remarks on this deed, ib. 562, 503- 03o 039- 043 
650. 



Smith, Lieut.-Col. See Judgments, 2. 
Steinan, Mr. Sec Judgments, 2. 



Thornhill, Mr. F. G. See Judgments, 2. 
Tilly, Mr. See Judgtncnts, 2. 



V. 

Votiog. The number of voles polled at the election was, for Keogh 87, and for Lawes 10. 
Fitzsimon 30. 

W. 



Woadroofe, Ur. Vf. ieo Judgments, -i. 

Writ, Ac. Witness produces the writ and return for the late 
Alhlone, Nai/lor 1-5. 



election for the borough 



of 
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